CITY OF HAVERHILL
CITY COUNCIL AGENDA

. Tuesday, July 28, 2015 at 7:06 PM
- City Council Chambers, Room 202

N

APPROVAL OF RECORDS OF THE PREVIOUS MEETING

ASSIGNMENT OF THE MINUTES REVIEW FOR THE NEXT MEETING

COMMUNICATIONS FROM THE MAYOR

3.1 Mayor Fiorentini submits Memorandum of Agreement for IAFF — Local #1011, Fire Safety Services

3.1.10rdinance re: Salaries: Fire Safety Services File 10 days
‘ Attachments

COMMUNICATIONS AND REPORTS FROM CITY OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES
NO SCHEDULE
UTILITY HEARING(S) AND RELATED (JRDER(S)
5.1 Document 91, Petition from National Grid to request permission to construct a line of underground
electric conduits on Northside Court; plan 1844-3871

5.1.1 Order grant National Grid conduit location on Northside Court; plan 1844-3871  Attachments
APPOINTMENTS -

Confirming Appointments
NO SCHEDULE

Non-confirming Appointment
NO SCHEDULE '
Resignations:

NO SCHEDULE

PETITIONS:
7.1Petition from Attormey Robert Harb for applicant Joseph Franciosa requesting Special Permit to build
within the Watershed Protection District; 2 single-family dwelling units; at unnumbered Liberty st and

unnumbered Crystal st Refer to Planning Board &
- Council Hearing Sep 29™
Attachment

7.2Petition from Verizon New England and MASS Electric Co (North Andover) requesting permission for

" joint pole location on Willow av; plan 752 Hearing Aug 25

7.3Petition from National Grid for sole owned pole locatlon on South Cogswell st; plan 17787763

Hearing Aug 25t
7.4 Petition from William Pillsbury, City Economic Development & Planning Director; requesting Hearing
Jfor Zoning Amendment — Waterfront Zoning District-Merrimack Street signage design review

Refer to Planning Board &
Council Hearing Aug 25"

7.4.1 Ordinance re: Zoning — Table of Use and Parking Regulations; Amend Chapter 255, Article XVI,

Waterfront Zoning District section 255:41.2 (Signs permitted in the waterfront district) File 10 days
Attachments
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CITY OF HAVERHILL
CiTY COUNCIL AGENDA

Tuesday, July 28, 2015 at 7:00 PM
City Council Chambers, Room 202

7.5Petition from William Pillsbury, City Economic Development & Planning Director; requesting Hearing
Jfor Zoning Amendment — Stevens Street/Hale Street 1G (Industrial General) zone
Refer to Planning Board &

Council Hearing Aug 25
7.5.10rdinance re: Zoning — Table of Use and Parking Regulations; Amend Chapter 255, Table 1,

Section 255, Zoning Table 1: IG zone (Stevens Street/Hale Street) where table is currently “P”
PERMITTED shall be changed to “S” SPECIAL PERMIT by the City Council - File 10 days

Attachments

8. APPLICATIONS/HANDICAP PARKING SIGNS
NO SCHEDULE

9. ONE DAY LIQUOR LICENSES
NO SCHEDULE

10. APPLICATIONS FOR PERMIT
NO SCHEDULE

11. TAG DBAYS
NO SCHEDULE

12. ANNUAL LICENSE RENEWALS:
POOL TABLES
NO SCHEDULE

BOWLING
NO SCHEDULE
Sunday Bowling
NO SCHEDULE

BUY & SELL SECOND HAND CLOTHING
NO SCHEDULE

BUY & SELL SECOND HAND ARTICLES
Jamaleddine Loughlam 141 Winter st repair/sell mobile phones Attachment

JUNK DEALER
NO SCHEDULE

BUY & SELL OLD GOLD
NO SCHEDULE
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CI1TY OF HAVERHILL
CiTYy COUNCIL AGENDA

Tuesday, July 28, 2015 at 7:00 PM
City Council Chambers, Room 202

LIMOUSINES
NO SCHEDULE

13. HAWKER/PEDDLER:
NO SCHEDULE

14. DRAINLAYER 2@]15 LICENSE:
NO SCHEDULE

14B. HEARINGS AND RELATED UORDERS:

14B.1 Document 56; Petition from Robert Ahern for RKACO LLC requesting Special Permit to build 3
buildings totaling 13 units that will be sold as condos at 2 Cross rd

Related communications from various City Departments

Favorable recommendation with conditions/stipulations from Planning Board and

Planning Director, William Pillsbury Attachment
Postponed from July 14 2015

15. MOTIONS AND ORDERS!
15.1 Order — Transfer $9,500 from Capital Projects account to Capital Project account:
Police Station Sprinkler Repairs: $9,500

15.2 Order — Transfer $66,099.73 from Reserve for Capital Projects account to Capital Project accounts
in the amount listed:

City Hall Parking Lot Stairs Repair $12,000
Sidewalk Repair at FIHS _ $21,050
Curbing & Concrete Repair at FIHS $11,003.73
City Council Office AC Repair $1,556.61

City Hall Energy Upgrades $20,489.39 : Attachments

16. ORDINANCES (FILE 10 DAYS)
NOSCHEDULE

17 UNFINISHED BUSINESS OF PRECEDING MEETINGS: :
17.1 Document 94; Ordinance re: Building Sewers and Comnections; Amend Chapter 208-15; Fees for
sewer and drain permits

filed July 15 2015  Attachment
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CITY OF HAVERHILL
CiTY COUNCIL AGENDA

Tuesday, July 28, 2015 at 7:00 PM

City Council Chambers, Room 202

17B MONTHLY REPORTS
NO SCHEDULE

18 COMMUNICATIONS FROM COUNCILLORS
18.1Communication from Councillor Macek requesting to discuss the need for taxi pick up areas

18.2Communication from Councillors LePage and Barrett requesting a discussion regarding the City’s
purchase of streetlights, electric rates and cost-saving measures

18.3Communication from Councillor LePage requesting a.n- update on the hiring and funding of a Middle
School health teacher

18.4Communication from Councillor Scatamacchia requesting to introduce residents of So Kimball st
regarding truck traffic on So Kimball st Attachments

19 RESOLUTIONS AND PROCLAMATIONS
NO SCHEDULE
20 CounciL COMMITTEE REPORTS AND ANNOUNCEMENTS

2 DOCUMENTS REFERRED TO COMMITTEE STUDY

22 ADJOURN
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Memorandum of Agreement
Between
The City of Haverhill and The |AFF — Local #1011

Two year contract:
July 1, 2014 to June 30, 2015
Juty 1, 2015 to June 30, 2016

Article XIE:
Effective 7-1-2014 1.5% salary increase
Effective 7-1-2015 1.5% salary increase

Article Xii: Section 3: Paid Details
Effective 7/1/2015 - increase detail rate from $36 per hour to $44 per

hour

All terms and conditions of the current CBA to remain in full force and effect. This agreement is
subject to ratification by the Union and appropriation by the City Council.

np
Date: 7/{ 415

DA\ e

arfies), F[q(gnti:ﬁt“ﬂil‘i)@r ;
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/"—

7

William D. Cox, Jr,, City Solicifézr‘) imothy Carroll

Roge Ses

N

Warrault,(Esq.




CIry Hallll, Room 100
FOUR SUMMER STREET
7S HAVERHILL, MA 01830
Y PHONE 978-874-2300

AAMES J FIORENTING AS)

MAYOR e o D . FAX 978-373-7544
(ATY OF MAVERMILL MAYOR@CITYOFHAVERHILL COM
MASSACHUSETTS WWW.CHHAVERHILL MA.US
Tuly 24, 2015

City Council President John A. Michitson and
Members of the Haverhill City Council

RE: Salary Ordinance & MOA

Dear Mr. President and Members of the Haverhill City Council:

Enclosed is a Salary Ordinance and MOA for Local #1011 — IAFF (Fire Department Group). The
ordinance must be placed on file for two weeks after which time I recommend approval.

Very truly yours,
{.w”\ ! o {fr\“r(r fl{":m"x& emasrs? -
“:“\_‘AZ/“’WJ o e i }/z i.#,..f-d’“'“"wgwﬁ
W ‘\;

James J. Fiorentini
Mayor

JiF/ah




DOCUMENT

CITY OF HAVERHILL

in Municipal Councii

ORDERED:
MUNICIPAL ORDINANCE CHAPTER
AN ORDINANCE RELATING TO SALARIES | FIRE SAFETY SERVICES

BE iT ORDAINED by the City Council of the City of Haverhill that Document 52 of 2012 is hereby amended as follows:

EFFECTIVE 7/1/2014 1.5% Reserve Start Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Year 5
Private $ 1768 % 804.14 § 85811 §% 91718 § 97634 $ 100931
F/P Private $ 1,009.31
Mechanic 3 80414 $ 85811 $% 917.18 § 976.34 % 1,009.31
Signal Main. . $ 80414 ¢ 85811 § 917.18 § 976.34 $ . 1,009.31
. Start 6 months 1vyear
Lieutenant $ 105640 $ 110349 % 1,150.61
F/P Lieutenant $ 115061
Training/Education Lt. $ 115061
Captain ‘ $ 1,20046 $ 125032 § 1,300.18
Deputy - $ 1.35218 $ 140418 §% 1,456.20
F/P Deputy § 1,456.20
Sr. Deputy § 1,456.20
Training Deputy $ 1456.20
Fire Alarm. Super. £ 130018
Master Mechanic $ 111024 $ 116070 $ 121117
EFFECTIVE 7/1/2015 1.5% Reserve Start Year 1l Year 2 Year 3 Year 5

. Private $ 1795 $ 816.20 $ 87098 § 93094 % 99098 § 102445
F/P Private $ 102445
Mechanic S 816.20 § 87098 § 93094 $ 990.98 § 1,024.45
Signal Main. $ 816.20 $ 87098 § 93094 § %9098 § 1,024.45
) : Start 6 months 1 year
Lieutenant $ 107224 § 112004 § 1,167.86
F/P Lieutenant : § 1167.86
Training/Education Lt, $ 131968
Captain $ 137246 % 142525 § 1,478.04
Deputy $ 137246 § 142525 § 1478.04
F/P Deputy $ 147804
Sr. Deputy $ 147804
Training Deputy $ 131968
Fire Alarm. Super, $ 131968
Master Mechanic $ 112689 § 117811 § 122934

Article XlI:  Section 3: Paid Details
Increase detail rate from $36 per hour to $fl4 per hour

Approved as to legality:

.- City Solicitor




DOCUMENT 52

CITY OF HAVERHILL

In Municipal Council  April 10 2012

ORDERED:
MUNICIPAL ORDINANCE CHAPTER

AN ORDINANCE RELATING TO SALARIES FIRE SAFETY SERVICES

BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of the City of Haverhill that Document 63 of 2006 is hereby amended as follows:

9.3

EFFECTIVE 7/1/2006 1% Reserve Start Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Year 5
Private 5 1539 § £99.99 § 74696 S 79839 $ 249,88 S 878.58
F/P Private $ 878.58
Mechanic $ 69989 § 74696 $ 79839 5 84988 $ 878.58
Signal Main, S 69999 § 746,96 5 798,39 § 84988 $ 878.58
Start 6 months 1 year

Lieutenant $ 319,57 § 860,56 & 1,001.57

F/P Lieutenant s 1,001.57
Training/Education Lt, S 1,001.57

Captain 5 1,04497 § 108838 & 1,13177

Deputy S 1,177.04 $ 1,22231 § 1,267.59

F/P Deputy S 1,267.59

Sr. Deputy $  1,267.59

TFraining Deputy $ 1,177.04 $§ 1,22231 § 1,267.59

Fire Alarm. Super. $  1,131.77

Master Mechanic [ 96643 $ 1,000.36 S 1,054,29

EFFECTIVE 7/1/2007 1% Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Year S
Private 70699 § 754.43 $ 806.37 S 858.38 S 887.36
F/P Private S 887.36
Mechanic 706,99 § 75443 S 806.37 5§ 858.38 § 887.36
Signal Main, 70699 $ 75443 $ 80637 $ 85838 S5 8B87.36

Start 6 manths 1year

Lieutenant § 928,76 S 970.16 § 1,0i159

F/P Lieutenant $ 1,011.59
Training/Education Lt. S 1,011,59

Captain $§ 105542 S 1,099.26 § 1,143.09

Deputy $ 1,188.81 § 1,23453 S5 1,280.26

F/P Deputy $  1,280.26

Sr. Deputy $ 1,280.26

Training Deputy $ 1,188.81 $ 1,23453 $ 1,280.26

Fire Alarm. Super. 3 1,143.09

Master Mechanic 8 976.16 S 1,020.47 § 1,064.84
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EEFECTIVE 7/1/2008 2% Reserve Start Yearl

Private $ 1586 S 72113 & 768.52

F/P Private

Mechanic $ 72113 § 769.52

Signal Main. $ 72113 § 769.52
Start

tieutenant s 947.34

F/P Lieutenant

Training/Education LL.

Captain 5  1,076.53

Deputy $  1,212.59

F/P Deputy

Sr. Deputy

Tralning Deputy $  1,212.59

Fire Alarm. Super.

Master Mechanic 5 995.62

EFFECTIVE 7/1/2009 2% Reserve Start Year 1

Private § 1618 § 73555 s 784.91

/P Private

Mechanic $ 73555 & 784.91

Signal Main. § 73555 § 784.91
Start

Lieutenant S 966.28

F/P Lieutenant

Training/Education Lt.

Captaln $  1,098.06

Deputy 5 1,236.84

F/P Deputy

Sr. Deputy

Training Deputy $  1,236.54

Fire Alarm. Super.

Master Mechanic 3

1,015.53

ii,/ f’”’/ zj{/ ij

Year 2

$ 822.50
$ 822,50
$ 822.50
6 months

5 989.57
$  1,121.25
$  1,259.22
$  1,250.22
¢  1,040.88
Year 2

$ 838.95
$ 838.95
$ 838.95
& months

$  1,009.36
§  1,143.67
$  1,283.41
$  1,284.41
$  1,061.6%

Year 3

5 875.54
S 875.54
5 875.54
1 year

S 1,031.82
$ 103182
s 1,031.82
S 1,165.95
$  1,305.87
$  1,305.87
§  1,305.87
$  1,305.87
$ 1,165.95
$  1,086.13
Year 3

$ 893.05
$ 893.05
s 893.05
1vyear

S 1,052.46
§  1,052.46
S 1,052.46
s 1,189.27
8 1,33198
S  1,331.98
S 1,331.98
S 1,331.98
$  1,189.27
 1,107.85

Year 5

$  905.11
$ 90511
$ 90511
$  905.11
Year 5

s 923.21
§ 92321
$ 92321
$ 92321




EFFECTIVE 7/1/2010 2%
Private
F/P Private
Mechanic
‘Signal Malh,

lieutenant

F/P Lieutenant
Training/Education Lt,
Captain

Deputy

F/P Deputy

5r. Deputy

Training Deputy

Fire Alarm, Super.

Master Mechanic

EFFECTIVE 7/1/2011 2.5%
Private

F/P Private

Mechanic

Signal Main.

Lieutepant

F/P Lisutenant
Training/Education Lt.
Captain

Deputy

F/P Deputy

Sr. Deputy

Training Deputy

Fire Alarm. Super,

Master Mechanic

Reserve Start
$ 1650 $
5
$
Reserve Start
$ 1691 §
5
S

750.26

750.26
750.26

769.02

769.02
765.02

Year 1

) 800.61
s 800.61
S 800.61
Start

3 935.61
$  1,120.02
$  1,261.57
$  1,261.57
$ 1,035.84
Year 1

S 820.62
S 820.62
S 820.62
Start

5 1,010.25
S 1,148,02
$  1,293.11
5 1,293.11
$  1,061.74

Year 2

5 855,73
3 855,73
S 855.73
& months

S 1,029.55
5 1,166.54
S 1,310.09
$  1,310.09
5 1,082.93
Year 2

s 877.12
$ 877.12
) 877.12
6 months

$  1,055.29
$  1,185.7%1
$§  1,342.85
$  1,342.85
$  1,110.00

L 4 A A U U 0 N
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Year 3
$ 910.91
s 910,91
$ 910,91
1 year
$ 1,073.51
$ 1,07351
$ 1,073.51
$§  1,213.06
$  1,358.62
$  1,358.62
$  1,358.62
$  1,358.62
§  1,213.06
4 1,130.01
Year 3
s 933,69
$ 933.69
S 933.69
1 year
1,100.34
1,100.34
1,100.34
1,243.38
1,392.59
1,392.59
1,392,59
1,392.59
1,243.38 -
1,158.26

Year 5

$ 84167
$ 94167
$ 94167
$ 94167
Year 5

$ 96522
§  965.22
$  965.22
4§ 96522
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EFFECTIVE 7/1/2012 1.5% Reserve Start Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Year 5
Private $ 1717 S5 780.55 % 83293 3§ 290.28 § 94769 5 979.69
F/P Private $  979.69
Mechanic $ 780.55 3 832,93 § £90.28 S 94769 S 979.69
Signal Main, $ 78055 § 832,93 § 890,28 $ 947,69 $  $79.69

‘ Start 6 months 1 year
Lisutenant $ L025.40 % L,07111 $ 1,116.85
£/P Lieutenant $ 1,116.85
Training/Education Li. s  1,116.85
Captain 4 1,165.24 $§  1,21364 5 1,262.03
Deputy $ 1,31251 5 1,362.9%9 $  1,413.48
F/P Deputy S 1,413.48
Sr. Deputy $ 141348
Training Deputy § 131251 § 136299 § 1413.48
Fire Alarm, Super. S 1,262.03
Master Mechanic $ 1,077.67 § 1,12665 § 1,175.64
EFFECTIVE 7/1/2013 1.5% Reserve Start Yearl Year 2 Year 3 Year 5
Private S 1742 § 792.26 S 84543 § 903.63 S 96191 S5 994.39
F/P Private S 99439
Mechanic $ 792,26 S 84543 $ 903.63 S 96191 S 994.39
Signal Main. § 79226 S 84543 $ 903.63 § 96191 § 994.39
Start 6 months 1 year

Lieutenant s 1,040.79 $ 1,087.48 5§ 1,133.60
F/P Lieutenant §  1,133.60

raining/Education Lt $  1,133.60
Captain $  1,18272 $ 1,231.85 § 1,280.96
Deputy $ 1,33220 $ 1,38343 § 143468
F/P Deputy $ 1,434.68
Sr. Deputy $  1,43468
Training Deputy $ 1,332.20 § 1,383.43 $  1,434.68 ;
Fire Alarm, Super. $  1,280.96
Master Mechanic $ 1,093.83 § 1,14355 $ 1,193.27
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% Questions contact — Dan Combes-508-935-1667

Petition of the NATIONAL GRID
Of NORTH ANDOVER, MASSACHUSETTS
For Electric conduit Location:

To the City Council of Haverhill Massachusetts

Respectfully represents the NATIONAL GRID of North Andover, Massachusetts, that it
desires to construct a line of underground electric conduits, including the necessary sustaining
and protecting fixtures, under and across the public way or ways hereinafter named.

Wherefore it prays that after due notice and hearing as provided by law, it be granted
permission to excavate the public highways and to run and maintain underground electric conduits,
together with such sustaining and protecting fixtures as it may find necessary for the transmission
of electricity, said underground conduits to be located substantially in accordance with the plan
filed herewith marked — Northside Court-Haverhill Massachusetts

The following are the streets and highways referred to:

18443871 Northside Court-Nationalgrid to install 1 new SO pole 56-1A approximately 55
west of North Ave, on the south side of Northside court. Install approximately 300 feet of new
conduit from pole 56-1A to new enclosure, pull box #2 along the south side of Northside Court

Location approximately as shown on plan attached

IN CITY COUNCIL: July 14 2015
VOTED: that HEARING BE HELD
JULY 28 2015

Attest?

City Clerk

i




nationalg

July 1, 2015

City of Haverhill
Room 118
Haverhill Ma

To Whom It May Concern:
Enclosed please find a petition of NATIONAL GRID covering the installation of underground facilities.
If you have any questions regarding this permit please contact:

Dan Combes 508-935-1667
If this petition meets with your approval, please return an executed copy to:

National Grid Contdct: Maureen Miloro; 1101 Turnpike Street; North Andover, MA 01845

Chsis Radzil |
Supervisor, Distribution Besign

Enclosures
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ORDERED:

Notice having been given and public hearing held, as provided by law, that the o
NATIONAL GRID be and it is hereby granted permission to excavate the public highways and to
run and maintain underground electric conduits, together with such sustaining and protecting
fixtures as said company may deem necessary, in the public way or ways hereinafter referred to,
and to make the necessary house connections along said extensions, as requested in petition with
said company dated the 1st day of July 2015 .

Said underground electric conduits shall be located substantially in accordance with the
plan filed herewith marked —Northside Court-Haverhill Massachusetts 18443871

The following are the public ways or part of ways along which the underground electric
conduits above referred to may be laid:

Northside Court-Nationalgrid to install 1 SO new pole 56-1A approximately 55' west of

North Ave, on the south side of Northside court. Install approximately 300 feet of new conduit
from pole 56-1A to new enclosure, pull box #2 along the south side of Northside Court

eeeeeeeeeeeeee yoceecacconoseperacnonenecosectEoRaBSEE ey vé#eveGebOTlo0l000 000D DOECDEODY 20 edoatovacae

Received and entered in the records of location orders of the City/Town of

Book .evisininiininnane O .
Attest:
IIIIIIIIIIIIII herebycert\iﬁ that on ll'l.l.ll'l.ll.ll'llI‘l.."..."..‘.20..'.., at LA NS R R Ll O,CIOCk, ODOUM
) O , 4 public hearing was held on the petition of

NATIONAL GRID for permission to construct the underground electric conduits described in the
order herewith recorded, and that I mailed at least seven days before said hearing a written notice

of the time gnd place of said hearing to each of the owners of real estate (as determined by the last
preceding assessment for taxation) along the ways or parts of ways upon which the Company is




Robert D- Harb

ATTORNEY AT LAW
17 WEST STREET
HAVERHILL, MA3 AGHPSETF$,01830

TEL: (978) 373-5611 il - , Of Counset
FAX: (978) 373-7441 N5 Jul 16 AM 11 &9 Alfred J. Cirome
EMATL: bobharbedingl.oom

CITY G 5 BFFICE
July 16,2015 HAYETHILL, WA 4 ’2
City Council
City of Haverhill
4 Summer Street
Haverhill, MA 01830

Re: APPLICATION FOR A SPECIAL PERMIT
FOR TWO (2) SINGLE FAMILY DWELLING UNITS IN THE
WATERSHED PROTECTION DISTRICT

UNNUMBERED LIBERTY ST. & UNNUMBERED CRYSTAL ST,
Haverhill Assessot’s Map 573 Block 2 Lots 1, 1-1 and 1-2

Also being shown as Lots 1, 2 and 3 on Plan Book 407 Plan 57 and
Proposed Lots 1A, 2A and 3A on Special Permit Site Plan

To the Haverhill City Couneil:

Application is hereby made for the issuance of a Special Permit in accordance with the
Haverhill Zoning Ordinance and the Watershed Protection District Use Regulations (Chapter 255
Section 19).

The proposed allowed use, two (2) single family dwellings, one on New Lot 1A and
-one on New Lot 2A, will be serviced by individual septic systems and City water. The Applicant
proposes New Lot 3A to be donated to the City of Haverhill or one of its Departments or
Commissions if the lot will be accepted by the City.

The property is located in an SC Zone. The proposed use is allowed in that zone and is
allowed in the Watershed Protection District (255-19 D (1) (a)). As can be seen from the plans
filed with this Petition, Applicant is advised that no more than 10 % of the building lot will be
rendered impervious, and the slope of the portion of the lot to be built upon does not exceed
15%. :

The Plans filed herewith show that the proposed construction is 1500 feet from Crystal
Lake. The Plans depict the present and proposed elevations and depict the location of sediment
control barriers and distances from tributaries and wetlands.

Applicant believes that the project, as proposed, requires no Federal or State permits,
but does require the Planning Board approval of a Form A Plan, approval of the Haverhill




Conservation Commission of a Notice of Intent for New Lot 1A, local Board of Health approval
_of the two septic systems, and local Foundation and Building Permits from the Building
Department. All these local permits and approvals are to be filed after the Special Permit

Approval.

This Application is accompanied by:

30 sets of the Site Plan;

30 sets of the Specs and Building Plans;

Consent of Owners to File Petition;

A Legal Description of the existing Lots and property;
and the required filling fee.

Applicant respectfully requests the Council to find that this proposal satisfies the
requirements of the Watershed Protection District (8255-19 G), that is:

This proposal satisfies the design and operations guidelines set forth in S255-19F;
This proposal is in harmony with the purposes and intent of the Wetlands Protection
District Ordinance and will promote the purposes of said District;

This proposal is appropriate to the natural topography, soils and other characteristics
of the site to be developed;

This proposal will not, during construction or thereafter, have an adverse
environmental impact on any water body or water course in the district; and

This proposal will not adversely affect the quality or quantity of an existing or

potential water supply.

m Y a0 wp

€3 ,:e\ Therefore, the Applicant respectfully requests the City Council approve his Application
Ay and Issue the Special Permit for the proposed two (2) single family dwelling units in the

:;; Watershed Protection District.

Applicant waives the 65 day hearing requirement.

Respectfully submitted,

/i) ot~

Robert D. Harb, Attorney For Applicant Joseph Franciosa,

Aofeph Fradciosa-Applicant

I-city-franciosa-sp
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July 13,2015

Haverhill City Council &
Haverhill Planning Board
City of Haverhill

4 Summer Street
Haverhill, MA 01830

Re:  Petition of Joseph Franciosa
Unnumbered Liberty Street and Cyrstal Street, Haverhill, MA
Assessors Map 573 Block 2 Lot 1, Lot 1-1 and Lot1-2

To the Haverhill City Council and Planning Board:

GLS Properties, LLC, owner of the above referenced properties located on Liberty Street
and Crystal Street, Haverhill, MA, hereby gives its consent and approval for Joseph
Franciosa to file a Petition for Special Permits with the Haverhill City Council and
Applications for Form A Plans with the Haverhill Planning Board regarding said
premises.

Sincerely,

GLS Properties, LLC

S .

Geraldine A. Murphy, Its Duly Authorizetf Manager

I-bdapp-consent-franciosa-crystal
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PROPERTY LEGAL DESCRIPTION

The land in Haverhill, consisting of about thirty-eight (38) acres, situated on the Westerly
side of Crystal Sireet, bounded and described as follows: '

Beginning at the Northeasterly corner thereof by said Street and at land now of Ralph
Fish (formerly of Kimball), thence running Southerly along the Westerly side of Crystal
Street to the junction of Liberty Street; thence Westerly by said Liberty Street to land of
Kerr (formerly of Pettengill; thence in a general Northerly direction by said Kerr’s land
(along a stone wall) fo land of Bradley (formerly of Poor); thence Northeasterly by said
Bradley land (along a stone wall) to said land of Fish; thence Southeasterly by said land
of Fish (along a stone walf) to the Westerly line of Crystal Street at the point of
beginning. ‘

The premises are also shown as Lot 1, Lot 2 and Lot 3 on Crystal Street and Liberty
Street on a plan of land entitled, “Plan of Land in Haverhill, MA, Crystal and Liberty
Street, Map 573, Block 2, Lot 1, Date: January 10, 2006, Scale: 1”= 100°, Prepared
For: Douglas Rmhards Prepared By Englneenng & Surveying Servmes in conjunction

 with Nr—:ponsct Valley Survey Associates, Inc. and recorded with the Essex South District
Registry of Deeds in Plan Book 407, Plan 57.




UTILITIES

FOUNDATION

FRAME

ROOF

SIDING

DECKS

STANDARD SPECIFICATION SHEET

Water supply — Municipal Water

Waste Disposal — Municipal Sewer

Footings — 3,000 PSI 10"thick poured concrete walls 8" blaock
Floors — 4” poured concrete

Damp proofed walls

Sills 2x6 , 1PT, 1KD

Exterior walls and plates 2x6

Interior walis 2x6

Floor joists 2x10 {or per code)

Ceiling joists 2x8

Roof rafters 2x8 or 2x10, 10 pitch roof

Sub floors %” tongue and groove underfayment
Roof sheathing %" plywood

Exterior sheathing 2" OSB strand board

30 yr architectural shingles, drip edge, attic ridge vent, first course ice &water

Shield, shingle color to be determined

Vinyl siding with vinyl and metal trim

Vinyl shutters (fronf of home only}

Deck and steps will be provided at entry doors. Front platform will be
Constructed of pressure treated with composite decking and PVC raiis
And posts, size of decks will be determined by size of associated door,
Rear decks will be constructed of .pressure treated joist and decking,

2x4 rails, 2x2 balusters, 4x4 posts. Rear deck 10x12




INSULATION:

INTEROR

BECTRCAL:

PLUMBING

HEAT.

CABINETS

Bxterior Walls- R21 fiberglass batts
Cellar Ceiling- R30 fiberglass batts

AticRoor- R38 or current code blown in

Walls- 1% “drywall, 1 coat primer, 1 coat flat finish paint

Coior- Linen White

Ceilings-White {extured

Woodwork-3 % “ colonial finger jointed pine baseboard
2 % “colonial finger jointed pine casing

Doors-6 panel molded hoitow core masonite

Woodwork and doors finished with 2 coatsof white satin paint

200 AMP Sarvice

Bxterior-2 front door lights, 1 rear flood, 6 interior recessed lights 3 pre-
wired cable jacks, 3 pre-wired telephone jacks

Interiorfixtures provided by Seller or $500.00 allowance

PVCand/or copper water lines, PVCdrain lines

Onepiece tub/shower units (white) porcelain toilets and sinks(white),
double bow] stainiess steel kitchen sink, pedestal sink{white), in half
bath, all faucets polished chrome

Washer/ Hectric Dryer hook up

Forced hot air by Gas- 95% effident Goodman Furnace-1 zone
Central air conditioning- 1 zone

Gasfired hot water tank

Raised panel maple kitchen and bath cabinets, laminate counter tops
brushed chrome knobs




APPLIANCES

FLOORING

ARELACE

LANDSCAPE:

DRIVBWAY:

$1,200 allowance for range, duetlesshood fan and dishwasher

Carpet with pad from buiider selection
Vinyl from builder selection
Oakflooring in front foyer and diningroom

Additional oak flooring quoted upon request
36" Zero Qearance Gaswith tile hearth and wood surround mantel

All disturbed areaswithin 30’ of the house will be loamed, raked and
seeded. 6 shrubs with bark mulch will be planted. Seeding doesnot
guaranteea lawn: watering, maintenance, and fertilizingis

respongbility of the homeowner.

Crushed gravel product fo an average depth of 4” an average width of
10 with 20%30turnaround at garage. 1 coat 27 asphalt paving.




waxakSTANDARD EXCLUSIONS
MIRRORS, TOWEL / PAPER HOLDERS, SHOWER RODS, SHOWER DOORS

*+*64pUYNCH LIST ITEMS AND ESCROW MONIES SHALL BE MUTUALLY AGREED UPON

BETWEEN SELLER AND BUYER OR AGENTS

#+x%%A)| TERATIONS OF THIS SPEC SHEET WITHOUT PRIOR WRITTEN CONSENT OF THE
SELLER WILL NOT BE HONOREDNAS PART OF ANY SALES AGREEMENT

¥ ANY AND ALL CHANGE ORDERS MUST BE SUBMITTED 1 WRITING PENDING
APPROVAL BY SELLER. CHANGE ORDERS MUST BE PAID IN FULL PRIORTO
INSTALLATION AND / OR CONSTRUCTION. ANY DELAY INCURRED BY CHANGE
ORDERS OR INSUFFICIENT PAYMENT MAY EFFECT THE DELIVERY DATE OF

THE FINISHED PRODUCT.

**¥4%pJILDING SPECIFICATIONS ARE SUBJECT TO CHANGE. BUILDER RESERVES THE
RIGHT TO SUBSTITUTE ANY OF THE ABOVE SPECS WITH MATERIALS AND / OR
BRANDS OF SIMILAR OR GREATER QUALITY. ALL ROOM DIMENSIONS ARE

APPROXIMATE




P P [ a L —
A R A A Do
- e PO . e )

foo S F fe {‘) e A R N
) RS AR A e [

e
ST

Mass. Form 559 £ o et MUNICIRPALITY
“’“)
PETITICN FOR JOINT OR IDENTICAL POLE LOCATION 7 c%;‘
Lowell, Mass., 06/25/2015
To the City Council

of Haverhill, Massachusetts.

VERIZON NEW ENGLAND INC. (Formerly known as NEW ENGLAND
TELEPHONE AND TELEGRAPH COMPANY) and MASSACHUSETTS ELECTRIC
COMPANY (NORTH ANDOVER) request permission to locate poles, wires, cables and
fixtures, including the necessary anchors, guys and other such sustaining and protecting
fixtures to be owned and used in common by your petitioners, along and across the
following public way or ways:-

WILLOW AVENUE — Place one (1) Pole

Location approximately as shown on Plans attached

Wherefore they pray that after due notice and hearing as provided by law, they be
granted joint or identical locations for and permission to erect and maintain poles, wires
and cables, together with anchors, guys and other such sustaining and protecting fixtures
as they may find necessary, said poles to be erected substantially in accordance with the
plan filed herewith marked-Verizon PLAN NO. 752 Dated 06/25/2015.

Also for permission to lay and maintain underground laterals, cables and wires in
the above or intersecting public ways for the purpose of making connections with such
poles and buildings as each of said petitioners may desire¢ for distributing purposes.

Your petitioners agree to reserve space at a snitable point on each of said poles for

the limited purpose of attaching one-way low voltage fire and pole signaling wires for
public safety purposes only.

VERIZON NEW ENGLAND INC.
(Formerly known as?’ ENGLAND TELEPHONE AND TELEGRAPH )

By

2 (auddd.., e
Manager S {'4L“/
o
MASSACHUSETTS ELECTRIC COMPANY (NORTH, ANDOVER) S
\ L
| BY—Z;ML_@;&
Distribution Efigineering
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CITY £ oUHIGE verizon
oo it nas
(i ey M ‘ 900 Chelmsford St.

Tower 2, Floor 1
Lowell, MA 01851

July 10, 2015

Haverhill City Hall

Attn: Linda Koutoulas — Rm. 118

4 Summer St.

Haverhill, MA 01830

RE: Petition Plan #752 — Willow Avenue

Enclosed, you will find the above referenced petition plan for placing new Jointly-Owned Pole
#616/22.5 Willow Ave. to service new solar farm.

All questions concerning this petition should be directed to Robert Coulter @ 978-323-0257.
Please send hearing notice and invoice to the following address:

Verizon

Attention: Robert Coulter

900 Chelmsford St.

Tower 2, Floor 1

Lowell, MA 01851

Thank you for your attention and cooperafion.

Cordially Yours,

Robin Ci'aven
978-323-0272

Enc: Pet/Plan/Order




MUNICI=AL 1Ty

PETITION PLAN
No. 752

Municipality: Haverhill, Massachusetts Date: June 25, 2015
VYerizon New England Inc. and Massachusetts Electric Company
Showing: Proposed Joint Pole Location for Solar Farm

"o vy 4 / / CHADWICK ROAD

® ®< @\ \

<

KINGSBURY AVENUE

2935+ -
N\ g
WILLOW AVENUE >
3
&
=
| 7
o
2
2
Checked By?c

PPRO
3 Prepared By SC/ric | DIFTANCES SHOWN ARE APPROXIMATE Order it 4A0BE1D

LEGEND

o ® - Existing Joint Pole to Remain
- Proposed Verizon Pole Location .

- Power Co. Pole Location to be Abandoned
«Verizon Pole Location to be Abandoned

. b . - Present Joint Pale Locétion to be Abandoned
- Verizon Co. Pole to Remain . }

- Proposed Joint Pole Location - Power Co. Location to be Held Jointly

RO-O@

- Existing Verizon Manhole

e - Proposed Verizon Conduit Location

- Proposed Verizon Manhole Location

"""" - - Existing Verizon Buried Cable

- Existing Verizon Conduit o s e e " -Proposed Verizon Buried Cable Location




Questions contact — Joe Ientile -978-766-3114 7 -
&
PETITION FOR POLE AND WIRE LOCATIONS

North Andover, Massachusetts

To the City Council
Of Haverhill Massachusetts

NATIONAL GRID requests permission to locate poles, wires, and fixtures, including the
necessary sustaining and protecting fixtures, along and across the following public way:

South Cogswell St Ext- National Grid to install a sole owned pole 05-02 and anchor on S Cogswell
Street Ext.
Location approximately as shown on plan attached

Wherefore it prays that after due notice and hearing as provided by law, it be granted a
location for and permission to erect and maintain poles and wires, together with such sustaining
and protecting fixtures as it may find necessary, said poles to be erected substantially in
accordance with the plan filed herewith marked — South Cogswell Street Ext-Haverhill
Massachusetts

17787763  July 13, 2015

Also for permission to lay and maintain underground laterals, cables, and wires in the
above or intersecting public ways for the purpose of making connections with such poles and
buildings as each of said petitioners may desire for distributing purposes.

Your petitioner agrees to reserve space for one cross-arm at a suitable point on each of said
poles for the fire, police, telephone, and telegraph signal wires belonging to the municipality and
used by it exclusively for municipal purposes.

Enginecrt artment
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50 South Cogswell St-Lot B2

l T44-4-4
! T —
- ———
I 74444
’\ 50 South Cogswell St-Lot B1
— —

Q New Pole 5-02
l'u; ‘
=
L
25
—_ @G 713-7814F
Bl 31South Merill
z 5
5
- ] ‘
5]
—\ \_]_; }Pole b

J

SOUTH MERRILL ST

315auth Cogswell
T44-5-8A

SOUTH COGSWELL ST

SOLELY OWNED POLE PETITION

nationalgrid
And

& Proposed NGRID Solely Owned Pole

Verizon New England, Inc.

Instaliation of New Solely Owned National Grid Pole 05-02
and Anchor on South Cogswel! Street Extension
Haverhill, MA

Date: 7.9.2015

Work Request Number: 17787763

To Accompany Petition Dated:

To The: City Of Haverhill

DISTANCES ARE APPROXIMATE

For Proposed: Installation of Pole: 05-02  Location: South Cogsweli Extension




Economic Development and Planning
Phone: 978-374-2330 Fax:978-374-2315

wp1llsbury@01tyoﬂ1averh111 com
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o
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DATE: July 24, 2015

MEMO TO: City Counc' Rresident John ]. Michitson and members of the Haverhill

City Council

FROM: William [P{lishury, Economic Development and Planning Director

RE: Zoning Amendment- Waterfront Zoning District ~-Merrimack Street
signage design review

In order to more properly implement the Waterfront zoning ordinance as it relates
to Merrimack street signage design review, the attached minor technical

amendment is necessary.

I request the City Council to schedule a public hearing on the amendment on
Tuesday August 25, 2015, and that the amendment be referred to the Planning

Board for a recommendation at its August 12, 2015 meeting.

RECOMMENDATION: Schedule the Council hearing for August 25th and refer
the matter to the planning board for it August 12t meeting.

4 Summer Street--Room 201, Haverhill, MA 01830  www.ci.haverhill.ma.us

/ s
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DOCUMENT

CITY OF HAVERHILL

In Municipal Council

MUNICIPAL ORDINANCE CHAPTER 255

An Ordinance Relating to Zoning
Table of Use and Parking Regulations

BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of the City of Haverhill that
Chapter 255, Article XVI, Waterfront Zoning District section 255:41.2
(Signs permitted in the waterfront district), as amended, being and is
hereby further amended by adding the following paragraph after the
conclusion of the first sentence (In addition, projects in the WD must
meet the following:)

“Any application for signage or awnings on Merrimack Street under the
waterfront zoning ordinance shall require design review and approval
by the Planning Director prior to the issuance of permits to ensure
compliance with the ordinance. The building inspector shall forward
permit applications and not issue permits for signage without prior
approval of the Planning Director. The Planning Director may engage

- peer review of the signage application if warranted to ensure

compliance with the ordinance.”

APPROVED AS TO LEGALITY

CITY SOLICITOR




Economic Development and Planning
Phone: 978-374-2330 Fax:978-374-2315
wpillsbury@cityofhaverhill.com

) "/, 5

DATE: July 24, 2015

MEMO TO: City Councjl President John J. Michitson and members of the
Haverhill City Coungi _

FROM: William Pil , Economic Development and Planning Director

RE: Zoning Amendment- Stevens Street/Hale Street IG (Industrial
General) zone ' :

The Industrial General Zone including Stevens Street and Hale Street is
an area of significant transition and as such the attached zoning
amendment changes all uses currently labeled “P” -permitted to “S” -
special permit by the city council. This will enable an appropriate level
of review of projects proposed for the area.

I recommend that the City Council schedule a public hearing on the
matter at its August 25% meeting and refer the matter to the Planning
Board for a recommendation at its August 12t meeting.

Thank you for you attention to this matter.

RECOMMENDATION: Schedule the City Council hearing for August
25" and refer the matter to the Planning Board for its August 12t

meeting.

4 Summer Street--Room 201, Haverhill, MA 01830  www.ci.haverhill ma.us




DOCUMENT

CITY OF HAVERHILL

(7
In Municipal Council £t
ORCERERIUNICIPAL ORDINANCE CHAPTER 255
B An Ordinance Relating to Zening
E; Table of Use and Parking Regulations
U
““:ég BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of the City of Haverhill that
N Chapter 255, Table 1, TABLE OF USE AND PARKING REGULATIONS,
4 being and is hereby further amended as follows:
) e )
Q"}j e SECTION 255, ZONING TABLE 1:  In as much as the remaining IG zone
Pl m',; (Stevens Street/Hale Street) is an area in significant transition all uses in this IG
oon zone where the table is currently “P” PERMITTED shall be changed to “S” -SPECIAL
o PERMIT by the City Council.
L I |
%
o
g
%@,\} APPROVED AS TO LEGALITY
B %}y
R
In
e,
%ﬁ CITY SOLICITOR
o
K




CITY OF HAVERHILL ]”;?

Honorable President and Members of the Municipal Council:

The undersigned respectfully asks that they may receive a License:

Type of license /@dl/ oo ,S’&t/ei Llong [Hanel /V/’?“f Cles
Name of business w/f/ GHI Al SERVE C/’ Zrg

Type of business /@ﬁ«g aw/ He W/z/% ,4 ] 05/ //4 a8
/
Address of business /[/ / W /A / ep ?/L

/ﬁxz%mw/w;, LOLGTH Al /{/‘Z,ﬂ L

PRINT APPLICANT NAME ' APPLICANT’S SIGNATURE

é&/
HAVERHILL, 7!/) LY 47 ,2015
L/ e

OFFICE USE ONLY
)
No.
oC \
FEE 5@ [Pt
IN MuNICIPAL COUNCIL, , 2015
ATTEST:

, CITY CLERK

APPROVED - \/
DENIED : / /

LICE CHIEF
A///JMASD /{ estptD ép

NEEDED, OTHER DEPARTMENT SIGN-OFF)

MORE INFO ON BACK @ Soeve dﬂfﬂ




- RKACO, LLC
h 1501 Main Street
§ : Unit #47

¥ } Tewksbury, MA 01876

April 13,2015

Mr. John A, Michitson, City Council President
City of Haverhill

4 Summer Street

City Hall Room 204

Haverhill, MA 01830

RE:  Special Permit
2 Cross Road, Haverhill, Mass
Assessor’s Vap 732, Block 776, Lot 2
Petitioner: RKACO, LLC
1501 Main Street, Unit #47
Tewksbury, VIA 01376

Mr. Michitson and Members of the City Council,

The petitioner proposes to construct three (3) buildings totaling thirteen (13) units that will be sold as condominiums on 1.4 acre
previously developed site in the Ward Hill section of Haverhill. The site currently is used as a combined residential and
commercial automotive repair and storage yard with access off of both Cross Street and Bradstreet Avenue, The proposed
development would improve the atheistics of the neighborhood by cleamng and removing broken-down cars and trucks stored
on the lot, and restormg natural vegetation to the site.

Please find attached to this petition the following:
30 Sets of Site Plans - 3
30;Sets of Project Specification Sheet
Legal Description of Land

$250 Fee
~ We waive the 65 day -hearing requlrement.

If you have any questions concerning the attachments, or require anything further, please feel free to contact me at your

convenience,
Gy -5/~ 30 5%

Sincerely,
RKACO,LLC
Robert Ahern

IN CITY COUNCIL: Aprii!_ 21 2015 IN CITY COUNCIL: June 30 2015
REFER TO PLANNING BOARD AND CONTINUED TO JULY 14 2015
VOTED: that COUNCIL HEARING BE HELD JUNE 16 2015 Attest:

“Attest:

City Clerk
City Clerk

. IN CITY COUNCIL:July 14 2015
~ CONTINUED TO JULY 28 2015
Attest:

IN CITY COUNCILj; June 16 2015
POSTPONED TO JUNE 30 2015
- Attest:

City Clerk City Clerk




Haverhill

Economic Development and Planning
Conservation Department

Phone: 978-374-2334 Fax: 978-374-2366
rmoore@citvofthaverhill.com
conservation(@cityofhaverhiil.com

MEMO TO:  John A. Michitson, City Council President and Haverhil City Councilors

FROM: Robert E. Moore, Jr., Environmental Health Te
DATE: July 24, 2015
RE: RKACO, LLC for 2 Cross Road - Bradstreet Crossing

Parcel ID: 732-776-2
Multi-family Residential Special Permit Application

The Commission discussed this project with the applicant and the design engineer at its July 16™ meeting. The
applicant submitted new materials to the Commission yesterday, allowing the project to return to the
Commission on August 6th. The Commission requested I inform the Council that it finds the applicant to be
moving in the right direction to resolve its concerns. The Commission also noted that it has no concerns with
the Council issuing a special permit for this project, should it wish to do so.

City Hall Room 300 « 4 Summer Street » Haverhill, MA 01830 « www.ci.haverhill. ma.us




Eggleston Environmental

July 14, 2015

Haverhill Conservation Department

City Hall, Room 201

4 Summer Street

Haverhill, MA 01830 '
Attn: Robert E. Moore, Ir., Environmental Health Technician

‘RE: - Stormwater Management Review
2 Cross Road NOI

Dear Mr. Moore:

In follow-up to my June 16, 2015 review comments on the above-referenced project, I have
received and reviewed the June 22, 2015 response from Andover Consultants in addition to
the June 22, 2015 revised Site Plans (3 sheets) and Stormwater Report.

My comments on the revised submittal are outlined below. In order to facilitate tracking I
have included my original comment, Andover Consultants’ response (in 1tahcs) and my
follow—up comments (in bold):

1. It is not clear that serious consideration was given to LID design practices, as is required
by DEP Stormwater Standard 1. The plan shows a “rain garden” in the northwest comer
of the lot adjacent to Bradstreet Avenue, but it does not appear to receive runoff from any
of the proposed impervious surfaces, and there is no design detail provided. Given the
permeable soils throughout the property and the relatively flat topography in the back
portion of -the site, consideration should be given to better dispersing and infiltrating
runoff throughout the property, rather than concentrating it all at the two locations
proposed

Several LID measures were implemented into the overall site design, including the above
mentioned rain garden, disconnecting roof top. runojf Jrom non-rooftop runoff and by
limiting impervious surfaces to only what was required. Due to site limitations, such ds an
existing utility easement locatéd along Bradstreet Avenue, the utility infrastructure
‘required 1o support the use, and the desire fo maintain some open yard area for residents
-to enjoy, it was necessary fo utilized a combination of LID and traditional design
practices.

With the addition of the roof infiltration systems for Buildings 1 and 2, the revised
design does a better job of dlstrlbutmg the recharge and mamtammg existing

. hydrology. It is still not clear what function the “rain garden” is intended to serve
though, since it would not receive any runoff from impervious surfaces.

32 Old Framingham Rd Unit 29 Sudbury MA 01776 tel 508.259.1137




Stormwater Review — 2 Cross Road - 2
July 14, 2015

2. The drainage analysis is based on outdated (1963) TP-40 rainfall data and is not reflective
of current climatology. Per the NRCS Engineering Field Handbook Chapter 2 - March
2013 Massachusetts Supplement MA-EFH2, more recent rainfall data developed by the
Northeast Regional Climate Center should be used in place of TP-40 when estimating
runoff and peak discharges. Table Al.1 of that document lists the 24-hr rainfall volumes
for the 2, 10, 25 and 100-yr design storms in Haverhill as 3.15, 4.83, 6.16 and 8.94 inches,
respectively.

The City does not specify the rainfall data that is requived to be used and several
municipalities still use the TP-40 rain fall data. However, the 24 hour rainfall volumes for
the 2, 10, 25, and 100- year design storms have been updated in the HydroCAD model as
suggested and the report revised, These larger rainfall volumes vesulted in larger runoffs
in proposed conditions, as a result roof runoff from buildings 1 and 2 will drain to
crushed stone subsurface infiltration Sysz‘ems which overflow via the roof drains at the
surface.

Comment satisfactorily addressed, no further comment.

3. The drainage analysis presumes that all of the runoff in the design storm events is
conveyed via the closed drainage system to the two infiltration structures for flow
attenuation/infiltration, however it has not been demonstrated that the catchbasins and
drainage pipes have been designed accordingly, e.g. that they are sized to capture and
convey the runoff from the 100-yr design storm.

The closed drainage system has been sized for the 25 year storm, as is the standard, The
capture area of both catch basins may overtop the catch basin vim in the larger storm but
. will eventually drain into the sumps and to the designed infiltration facilities which have

been adequately sized to mitigate the peak flows per DEP standards.

Flow in excess of the design capacity is likely to pond around the two catchbasins in
the driveway area between Buildings 1 and 2, and would eventually drain into the
sumps and infiltration systems. However, the CB #1 closest to Cross Road is on the
sloped entrance driveway; flow in excess of the grate/closed system capacity would
drain directly onto Cross Road and should be modeled accordingly. Likewise, any
roof drain connections that are not sized to convey the 100-yr storms would overflow
onto the ground surface and should be modeled as such.

4. Pre-development vegetated areas should be conservatively modeled as “good” hydrologxc
condition, Based on aerial photos and observations during my site visit much of the site is
well vegetated and generates little runoff.

To be conservative, the original HydroCA_D model had the vegetated cover in both
existing and proposed conditions modeled as "poor". Based on site visits, and viewing
several aerial photos, it was determined the existing site "landscaping” is very worn,
weathered and with little meaningful grass cover, while proposed conditions would be




Stormwater Review — 2 Cross Road 7 3
July 14, 2015

replanted with fresh loam and seed. With that said, the HydoCAD model for both existing
and proposed conditions was updated to "fair" for the vegetated areas in both pre- and
Dpost-development conditions and the results of the report were updated.

Comment addressed; no further comment.

5. According to the plan, the roof runoff from the proposed buildings will be piped directly
to the drainage structures and will not drain over pervious areas, The roof areas should
therefore not be modeled as unconnected. Conversely, the pre-development analysis
should model all existing roofs as unconnected since they do drain onto pervious areas.

 The roof areas in proposed and existing conditions of the HydroCAD model have been
- updated. There was no impact to the model as a result of this update.

Comment satisfactorily addressed; no further comment.

6. The proposed plan calls for a single roof drain located at one end of each building. It
should be confirmed (e.g. based on architectural plans) that all of the roof area on each
building can be drained to this smgle location and meet the invert speclﬁed

The applicant wzll supply archu‘ectural plans prior to construction that detail tke roof
drain collection system.

' While not necessarily requiring foll architectural plans, the Conservation
Commission may want to obtain confirmation from the property developer that
locations of the proposed roof drains (now revised to the back of Buildings 1 and 2,
and one end of Building 3) is consistent with the bulldmg roof design. In my
experience, this issue frequently results in modlficatlons to the drainage system
design and is best addressed early in the process,

7. The drainage analysis does not appear to include the Walkways and rear decks/patios as
impervious area. Add1t10na1 information is needed as i0 what materials are proposed for
. those areas. :

The area of the walkways was included in the general deszghatzan of "paved parking".
- This area description has been updated to indicate it also includes the walloways. The rear
decks and stairs will be made of wood and wzll not zmpede rainfall mﬁltratlon

Comment satlsfactorlly addressed the Cons ervatlon Comnnssmn may want to
require that the decks be underlam with crushed stone to facilitate infiltration,

8. Per DEP criteria, exﬁltratlon should be calculated over the bottom area of the infiltration
structures only, not the surface area.
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10.

11.

The HydroCAD model has been updated so exfiltration is only calculated over the
horizontal, or bottom area, of the infiltration structures. This update did not result in a
change in the model results.

Comment satisfactorily addressed; no further comment.

The outlet of the Stormtech system is modeled as being at invert 76.3, however the plan
specifies an outlet invert of 75.65.

The discharge from the Stormtech system is controlled by the outlet control structure
(DMH-3 OCS). Due to changes made to the model based on previous comments, the OCS
has been revised to control the outflow via two 4" orifices with a 12" culvert that
discharges to the vip rap splash pad. The inverts on the plan correspond with those in the
HydroCAD model. ‘

Comment satisfactorily addressed; no further comment.

The proposed design calls for the overflow spillway from the front infiltration basin to
discharge flow directly onto Cross Road, thus concentrating the post-development runoff
to the public right-of-way at a single location and posing a potential safety hazard, since it
is not clear that the discharge would be confined to gutter flow. Based on the hydrologic
analysis that was performed, the basin would overflow in the larger (5.3 and 6.4 inch)
storm events. I recommend that the discharge from the basin be piped directly to the
municipal drainage system in Cross Road in lieu of the surface overflow proposed. -

The proposed overflow for the infiltration basin has been designed to mimic the existing
conditions drainage flows and a rip rap level spreader has been added to spread the flow
more evenly, If requested, the applicant will investigate and work with the engineering
department to determine if piping directly into municipal drainage system is a possibility.

I reiterate my position that ahy concentrated discharge onto the public right-of-way

-should be avoided if possible, and a connection to the municipal dramage system

pursued.

As proposed, the riprap overflow spillway from the infiltration basin is only 0.1 ft below
the berm elevation, at an elevation of 74.9, arid there is no freeboard provided in the larger
design storms. This does not meet DEP ‘design criteria, which call for at least a foot of
freeboard fo protect the berm. It also assumes an unrealistic level of precision in
construction, particularly given that riprap surfaces are themselves uneven and are likely

. to vary by at least 0.1 foot.

The top of the infiltration basin has been raised to 76.1 to provide 1' of freeboard.
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12.

13.

14,
“my site visit, and am not ¢lear on whether the 10-inch drain is part of the City’s system or

15.

The top of the infiltration basin as shown on the Grading and Utility Plan is 76.0. I
believe the el 74 contour is also needed to tie into existing grades at the edge of the

property.

The top of the berm between the sediment forebay and the infiltration basin is shown on
the plan as being at the same elevation (el. 75.0) as the adjacent berm, thus flow from the
forebay is as likely to drain toward Cross Road as it is to drain into the basin.

The berm between the sediment forebay and the basin has been revised to elevation 74.5,
which ensures that overflow will drain to the basin.

Comment satisfactorily addressed; no further comment.
Inlets to the basin should be stabilized to prevent scour.

The outlet pipes discharging {0 the basin have been update to included stone stabzlzzatzon
to prevent scouring. :

Comment satisfactorily addressed; no further comment.
I was not aware of the 10-inch outlet from the existing wetland until after I had completed

merely a private connection to it. Since it appears to control the area of wetland
inundation on this and adjacent properties, I do recommend that the outlet drain be

inspected prior to construction of the proposed project to ensure that it remains free-

flowing. A drainage easement on the abutting property may also be needed to provide
maintenance access to the drain.

The 10" pipe referenced is located off of the applzcants property. The applzcant has had
discussions with the abutter regarding the pipe and if requested by the commission will

“inspect and clean fhe pzpe if necessary prior to construction.

I reiterate my peosition that ongoing mamtenance of the 10-inch drain is necessai‘y to
ensure that it remains free flowing and will not impact the proposed development
and ad_] acent propert[es '

The proposed infiltration basin is located within the footprint of the existing house, hence
the existing foundation and subbase will need to be removed down to natural soil, and
additional soil testing conducted to confirm soil permeability and depth to groundwater.

The infiltration basin was designed with the information from soil Test Pit 3, which is in
the approximate vicinity of the proposed basin. The applicant is removing the existing
house and foundation, and if necessary will conduct additional soil testing to confirm the

" results from Test Pit 3.
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16.

Confirmatory testing at the propesed infiltration basin location and at the newly
added roof infiltration system locations should be made a condition of approval and
the testing conducted prior to system installation. The plans should also include a
note calling for removal of existing fill beneath the infiltration structures.

Based on the test pit logs, there is upwards of five feet of fill on the site. The Stormwater
Handbook prohibits infiltration in fill; therefore all fill in the immediate vicinity of the
proposed infiitration systems will need to be removed. Given the past use of the site for
automotive repairs and storage a licensed site professional (LSP) should confirm that there
is no soil contamination on the site that could be mobilized by the induced infiltration.

The applicant has hired a licensed LSP to conduct a contamination evaluation for the site.

If fill is encountered in the vicinity of the proposed znf ltration system, the applicant will

- Yemaove as necessary.

17.

18.

19.

The Commission may want to discuss the timing of the LSP’s investigation with the
applicant, as the outcome could 1mpact the viability of the proposed drainage system
design.

According to the logs, soil test pit #2 was excavated to a depth of 76 inches, or elevation
72.3. The design calls for the bottom of the proposed subsurface infiltration basin to be at
elevation 73.75, thus additional testing is needed to document that the seasonal h1gh
groundwater eIevatlon is at least two feet below the bottom of the system.

The proposed subsurface infiltration system is located in the exact location of Test Pit
Iwhere seasonal high groundwater was determined to be elevation 71.67'. The bottom of
the system is proposed greater than two feet above, at elevation 73.75".

There are two test pits labeled TP-1 shown on Sheet 2, and none identified as TP-2.
Based on the relative suxface elevations listed on the test pit logs, and the fact that
the log for TP-1 references the paved driveway, it appears that the test pit within the
footprint of the proposed infiltration system is actnally Test Pit 2. If this is the case,
my orlglnal comment stands.

Design calculatmns are needed to demonstrate that the forebay is appropriately sized to

pretreat the tributary runoff.

‘The forebay has been sized to treat 0.1" x the impervious area. Desion calculations have
ay , i &

been added to the revised stormwater report.
Comment satisfactorily addressed; no further comment.

The TSS removal calculations overstate the TSS removal provided, since the 80% credit
for the infiliration is predicated on pretreatment being provided. Nonetheless, the
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- 20.

21.

22.

treatment trains proposed do provide at least 80% TSS removal as is required by DEP
Standard 4.

As the required TSS is provided, no response is required.
Comment satisfactorily addressed; no further comment.

The Grading and Utility Plan specifies Stormtech SC-740 chambers for the subsurface
infiltration system underlain by 6-inches of stone. The design detail is for DC-780
chambers, underlam by a minimum of 9-inches of stone.

The outdated chamber model has been removed from the detail sheet and the SC-740
Chamber detail with 6" of crushed stone above and below the chambers as model in
HydroCAD has been added to the plans.

Comment satisfactorily addressed; no further comment.

I strongly recommend against the placement of filter fabric beneath the infiltration system
as is called for in the design detail, as it is prone to clogging over time and will eventually
deplete the infiltration capacity of the system. A filter layer of bank run gravel can'be used
instead of the fabric.

The applicant recognizes the concerns of the system potentially getting clogged and has
revised the design to remove the bottom layer of filter fabrzc and ada’mg a bank run gravel
filter layer in its place.

Comment satisfactorily addressed; no further comment.

Additional Spot grades should be added to the grading plan to ensure that there is at least
18-inches of cover over the chamber system.

Additional spots grades have been added to the plan to ensure the proper cover over the

23.

chambers.
Comment satisfactorily addressed; no further comment

Des1gn detalls are needed for the sedlment forebay and mﬁltratlon basin berms, the nprap
-overflow/level spreader, and the rain garden. _

These details have been _added to the Site Detaz'l.s" Skee_r.

The infiltration basin berm should have an impervious core to prevent failure. The

rain garden detail should speclfy the bioretention soil mixture to be used, as well as a
planting plan. :
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24. The design detail for the shallow catchbasin does not include an outlet hood. Several

25.

26.

27.

28.

manufacturers offer low profile hoods that can be used on shallow basins.
The shallow catch basin detail has been updated to include dn outlet hood as requested.
Comment satisfactorily addressed; no further comment.

The detail sheet includes a detail for a “typical catchbasin for standard rim”, with no
sump. It is not clear where on the plan this basin is called for.

All catch basins are proposed to have deep sumps and hoods; the detail in question has
been removed from the sheet.

Comment satisfactorily addressed; no further comment.

In conjunction with the proposed work to remove the historic fill from the wetland, it
appears that the project would entail the disturbance of about an acre of land area and
would be subject to the requirements of the EPA Construction General Permit. The
selected contractor should be required to file an NOI for coverage under the CGP and
prepare and implement a Construction Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP).

The project currently proposed to disturb 42,498 sf (0.97 acres), including the area of
historically filled wetland to be restored, and does not meet the threshold for requiring an
EPA Construction General Permit at this time.

Comment satisfactorily addressed; no further comment.

The Erosion & Sediment Control Plan calls for erosion control barriers comprised of silt
fence and hay bales; the plan (Sheet 3) calls for straw wattles.

The Erosion & Sedimentation Control Plan has been revised to use "straw wattles” to
match the plan details. -

Comment satisfactorily addressed; no further comment.

The construction sequence outlined in the Erosion & Sediment Control Plan does not
include the construction of the buildings or the stormwater infiltration systems, nor does it
identify whether the proposed infiltration systems will be kept offline during construction
or used to manage runoff during construction.

" The construction sequence indicates that construction "shall generally follow...” and is

used for general guidance; sections have been added to add further detail. The proposed
infiltration systems shall not be used during construction for dewatering or fo manage
runoff. This has been explicitly added to the Erosion and Sedimentation Control Plan.
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Comment satisfactorily addressed; no further comment.

25. The Erosion & Sediment Conirol Plan should address handling of contaminated soﬂ
should any be encountered on site.

' As previously stated, the applicant has hired a licensed LSP to conduct a contamination
evaluation for the site. The report prepared by the LSP can be supplied to the
Commission if requested.

Based on the findings of the initial invesﬁgétion, it may be prudent to have the LSP
. on site during construction/excavation of proposed subsurface structures.

30. I have the following comments on the Long Term Pollution Prevention Plan (LTPPP) and
Operatlon and Maintenance {O&M) Plan subm1tted w1th the application:

The LTPPP identifies a number of generic measures to minimize pollutant exposure to
stormwater, however it is not clear how they are to be enforced. Will there be a
homeowners or condominium association for the development and, if so, will the
prohibitions on vehicle washing and illicit discharges be included in the association
documents?

A homeowner's or condominium association will be developed and will outline what is
prohibited at the site.

The Homeowners Association should be identified in the O&M Plan as the party
responsible for the ongoing maintenance of the drainage system, once it is
assumed from the developer. The Conservation Commission may want the
opportunity to review the HOA/Cendominium decuements.

The LTPPP indicates .that a dumpster will be used on the site for solid waste
management the location of the dumpstér should be shown on the ~plan and
appropnate screemng, cover and spill containment provided.

The applzcant has opted to remove the dumpster and instead go with roll away
individual trash rveceptacles that will be stored in each garage and hauled away
weekly by a private license hauler offsite.

Comment satlsfactorlly addressed no further comment.,

' There appears to be an mconmstency in the frequency of pavement sweepmg called for

in the plan.

Parkzng lot sweeping shall take place twice per year, preferably after the fall foliage
and the wmter seasons.
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The LTPPP calls for the twice yearly cleaning in the first sentence under
“Parking Lot sweeping schedule”, however the second sentence calis for once
yearly cleaning,

= The O&M Plan states that the property owners will be responsible for the maintenance
of the stormwater system. Since there are multiple units proposed on the property and
the stormwater system components are on what appears to be common property, I
believe that a homeowners or association is needed as the legal entity for
implementing and enforcing the O&M Plan.

A homeowners association will be created to ensure the stormwater system is
maintained as required. It will also ensure the upkeep of other site features such as
landscaping, snow removal, trash pzckup, etc. :

As stated above, the Homeowners Association should be identified in the O&M
Plan as the party responsible for the ongoing maintenance of the drainage
system, ence it is assumed from the developer.

2 The O&M Plan should include maintenance of the sediment forebay and Isolator Row,
as well as periodic mowing of the detention basin to prevent woody growth.

Requirements for the sediment forebay and Isolator row have been added to the
Operation and Maintenance Plan.

The plan should include periodic mowing (at least twice per year) of the
detention/infiltration basin to prevent woody growth, which can impact the
- structural integrity of the berm.

= The plan should also include periodic inspection of the proposed infiliration structures
and call for corrective action if the structures do not fully drain within 72 hours
following a storm event. .

Calculations in the report indicate that all infiltration structures will drain well within
72 hours (23.6 hours for the Infiltration Basin and 5.4 hours for the underground
chambers).

The plan should include periodic inspections of the proposed. infiltration
structures to ensure that they function as designed, and should call for corrective
action. if they do not, e.g. if the systexn has become clogged and is not fully
drammg between storms. ‘While: 72 hours is typically the time frame used based
on DEP requirements, the apphcant may want to specify a shorter time interval
as an mdlcatlon ofa problem

= The plan should include a simple figure showing the locations of all stormwater BMPs
to be maintained.
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A figure has been added to the revised stormwater report showing. the location of all
stormwater BMPs that are to be maintained,

The rain garden and roof infiltration structures should be labeled on the plan.

Once again, I appreciate the opportunity to assist the Haverhill Conservation Commission
with the review of this project, and hope that this information is suitable for your needs.
Please feel free to contact me if you or the applicants have any questlons regardmg the
issues addressed herein.

Sincerely,
EGGLESTON ENVIRONMENTAL

Lisa D. Eggles;ton, PE.
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18 ESSEX STREET
HAVERHILL, MASSACHUSETTS 01852

TEL976/579:3003"  FAX 978/373-3066
Tuly 13, 2015

Hand Delivered

John A. Michitson, President
Havethill City Council

City Hall

4 Summer Street

Haverhiil, MA 01830

Re:  Special Permit: RKAC LLC
2 Cross Road :

Reguest for Continuance
Dear Pre‘sident Michitson and Members of the City Council:

The Haverhilt Conservation Commission has scheduled what we hope to be the final
hearing on the above«referenced Speolal Permit for July 17, 2015,

Therefore, we are requesting a continuance of the Counpﬂ,hearing_untii July 28, 2015 -

Should you have any questions, please don’t hesitate to contact me.

MIM/dma
Enc,
c.c..  Haverhill City Clerk

MS. FIORELLO 15 ALSO ADMITTED IN FLORIDA.




Cit! Council ”

From: Rob Moore

Sent: Tuesday, July 14, 2015 3:19 PM

To: City Council; William Pillsbury; jpettis@cityofhaverhill.com
Subject: ‘ FW: 2 Cross Road - comments

Attachments: Haverhill 2 Cross Road review comments #2.pdf

Fy!

From: Lisa Eggleston [mailto:lisa@eaglestonenvironmental.com]
Sent: Tuesday, July 14, 2015 3:15 PM

To: Reb Moore :
Subject: 2 Cross Road - comments

As discussed, see attached. Let me know if you have questions or want to discuss.
Lisa D. Eggleston, P.E.

Eggleston Environmental

32 Old Framingham Rd, Unit #29

Sudbury, MA 01776
Tel 508.259.1137




Real Estate Tax Payment Agreement
2 Cross Road

Owner: Phillippe Paradis - -

-~RKACO, LLC Is the purchaser of the above referenced pan:el and is applylng for . a Speciai Perm:t from the
Crtv of Haverhill.

- -RKACO, LLC agrees to pay the outstanding real estate taxes on the property upon approvat of the sgec:ai >

Permit currently pending before the City Council.

- The City-of Haverhill Tax Collector ‘acknowledges and agrees to this resoltion of thié butsta ndlng tax
- sttuation and agrees to allow the Special Permit to go forward, T

July 8, 2015

Patrick DelloRusso, Tax Collector




Eggleston Environmentat

June 16, 2015

Haverhill Conservation Department

City Hall, Room 201

4 Summer Street

Baverhill, MA 01830

Attn: Robert E. Moore, Jr., Environmental Health Technician

RE:  Stormwater Management Review
2 Cross Road NOI

Dear Mr. Moore:

Per your request I have conducted a technical review of the NOI application packet for the
proposed development project at 2 Cross Road, with respect to stormwater management.
Included in the materials I received and reviewed were the following:

* Notice of Intent, 2 Cross Road, prepared for RKACO, LLC by Andover Consultants
Inc. and dated April 9, 2015.

» Stormwater Report, 2 Cross Road, prepared for RKACO, LLC by Andover
Consultants Inc., dated April 9, 20135, revised May 21, 2015.

» Site Plans (4 sheets), 2 Cross Road, prepared for RKACO, LLC by Andover
Consultants Inc., dated April 10, 2015, revised through May 21, 2015.

I also conducted a site visit on June 3, 2015 to observe existing drainage patterns.

In accordance with your Scope of Work the focus of my review is on the overall stormwater
management approach and design concepts used in the project and its compliance with
Massachusetts Stormwater Management Standards and accepted engineering practice,
particularly as these standards and practices pertain to the protection of the eight interests of
the Wetlands Protection Act and the resource area values 1dent1ﬁed under Chapter 253,
Section 1 of Haverhill’s Wetlands Protection Ordinance.

The project site is a 1.4-acre parcel located at 2 Cross Road in Haverhill. A single-family
home and an auto repair facility with several garage buildings and exterior storage currently
occupy the site. Drainage is overland, with the front (residential) portion of the site draining
toward Cross Road and the back (auto repair facility) portion draining toward an onsite
wetland area at the southern end of the property. A small portion of the property also drains
toward Bradstreet Avenue to the west.

- 32 Old Framingham Rd Unit 29 Sudbury MA 01776 tel 508.259.1137
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The proposed project calls for construction of 12 residential units in 3 separate buildings, with
appurtenant driveways, parking, and utilities. As proposed, the small area to the north of
Building 2 will continue to drain overland toward Bradstreet Avenue. Runoff from the paved
areas on the back portion of the lot will be collected in deep sump catchbasins and conveyed
to a subsurface Stormtech infiltration chamber system equipped with a Isolator Row for
pretreatment. Roof drainage from Building I will be discharged directly to the infiliration
chambers. Overflow from the infiltration system will be discharged over a stone apron toward
the onsite wetland. In the front part of the lot, runoff from the paved entrance driveway and
parking around Building 3 will be collected in a single deep sump catchbasin and conveyed
through a sediment forebay into a surface infiltration basin adjacent to Cross Road. Roof
drainage from Buildings 2 and 3 will be conveyed directly to the basin via a 12-inch storm
drain. Overflow from the infiltration basin will discharge to Cross Road via a 20-ft Jong riprap
spillway.

My comments on the proposed plan are outlined below:

1. It is not clear that serious consideration was given to LID design practices, as is
required by DEP Stormwater Standard 1. The plan shows a “rain garden” in the
northwest corner of the lot adjacent to Bradstreet Avenue, but it does not appear to
receive runoff from any of the proposed impervious surfaces, and there is no design
detail provided. Given the permeable soils throughout the property and the relatively
flat topography in the back portion of the site, consideration should be given to better
dispersing and infiltrating runoff throughout the property, rather than concentrating it
all at the two locations proposed.

2. The drainage analysis is based on outdated (1963) TP-40 rainfall data and is not
reflective of current climatology. Per the NRCS Engineering Field Handbook Chapter
2 - March 2013 Massachusetts Supplement MA-EFH2, more recent rainfall data
developed by the Northeast Regional Climate Center should be used in place of TP-40
when estimating runoff and peak discharges. Table Al.1 of that document lists the 24~
br rainfall volumes for the 2, 10, 25 and 100-yr design storms in Haverhill as 3.15,
4.83, 6.16 and 8.94 inches, respectively.

3. The drainage analysis presumes that all of the runoff in the design storm events is
conveyed via the closed drainage system to the two infiltration structures for flow
attenuation/infiltration, however it has not been demonstrated that the catchbasins and
drainage pipes have been designed accordingly, e.g. that they are sized to capture and
convey the runoff from the 100-yr design storm. :

4, Pre—developmént vegetated areas should be conservatively modeled as “good”
hydrologic condition. Based on aerial photos and observations during my site visit
much of the site is well vegetated and generates little runoff.

5. According to the plan, the roof runoff from the proposed buildings will be piped
directly to the drainage structures and will not drain over pervious areas. The roof
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10.

11.

12,

13.

14.

areas should thercfore not be modeled as unconnected. Conversely, the pre-
development analysis should model all existing roofs as unconnected since they do
drain onto pervious areas.

The proposed plan calls for a single roof drain located at one end of each building. It
should be confirmed (e.g. based on architectural plans) that all of the roof area on each
building can be drained to this single location and meet the invert specified.

The drainage analysis does not appear to include the walkways and rear decks/patios
as impervious area. Additional information is needed as to what materials are
proposed for those areas.

Per DEP criteria, exfiltration should be calculated over the bottom area of the
infiltration structures only, not the surface area.

The outlet of the Stormtech system is modeled as being at invert 76.3, however the
plan specifies an outlet invert of 75.65.

The proposed design calls for the overflow spillway from the front infiltration basin to
discharge flow directly onto Cross Road, thus concentrating the post-development
runoff to the public right-of-way at a single location and posing a potential safety
hazard, since it is not clear that the discharge would be confined to guiter flow. Based
on the hydrologic analysis that was performed, the basin would overflow in the larger
(5.3 and 6.4 inch) storm events. I recommend that the discharge from the basin be
piped directly to the municipal drainage system in Cross Road in lieu of the surface
overflow proposed.

As proposed, the riprap overflow spillway from the infiltration basin is only 0.1 ft
below the berm elevation, at an elevation of 74.9, and there is no freeboard provided
in the larger design storms. This does not meet DEP design criteria, which call for at
least a foot of freeboard to protect the berm. It also assumes an unrealistic level of
precision in construction, particularly given that riprap surfaces are themselves uneven
and are likely to vary by at least 0.1 foot.

The top of the berm between the sediment forebay and the infiltration basin is shown
on the plan as being at the same elevation (el. 75.0) as the adjacent berm, thus flow
from the forebay is as likely to drain toward Cross Road as it is to drain into the basin.

Inlets to the basin should be stabilized to prevent scour.

I was not aware of the 10-inch outlet from the existing wetland until after I had
completed my site visit, and am not clear on whether the 10-inch drain is part of the
City’s system or merely a private connection to it. Since it appears to confrol the area
of wetland inundation on this and adjacent properties, I do recommend that the ouilet
drain be inspected prior to construction of the proposed project to cnsure that it
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15.

16.

17.

I8.

19.

20.

21.

22,

23.

remains frec flowing. A drainage easement on the abutting property may also be
needed to provide maintenance access to the drain.

The proposed infiltration basin is located within the footprint of the existing house,
hence the existing foundation and subbase will need to be removed down to natural
soil, and additional soil testing conducted to confirm soil permeability and depth to
groundwater.

Based on the test pit logs, there is upwards of five feet of fill on the site. The
Stormwater Handbook prohibits infiltration in fill; therefore all fill in the immediate
vicinity of the proposed infiltration systems will need to be removed. Given the past

use of the site for automotive repairs and storage a licensed site professional (LSP) -

should confirm that there is no soil contamination on the site that could be mobilized
by the induced infiltration. '

According to the logs, soil test pit #2 was excavated to a depth of 76 inches, or
elevation 72.3. The design calls for the bottom of the proposed subsurface infiltration
basin to be at elevation 73.75, thus additional testing is needed to document that the
seasonal high groundwater elevation is at least two feet below the bottom of the
system.

Design calculations are needed to demonstrate that the forebay is appropriately sized
to pretreat the tributary runoff.

The TSS removal calculations overstate the TSS removal provided, since the 80%
credit for the infiltration is predicated on pretreatment being provided. Nonetheless,
the treatment trains proposed do provide at least 80% TSS removal as is required by
DEP Standard 4.

The Grading and Utility Plan specifies Stormtech SC-740 chambers for the subsurface
infiltration system underlain by 6-inches of stone. The design detail is for DC-780
chambers, underlain by a minimum of 9-inches of stone.

I strongly recommend against the placement of filter fabric beneath the infiltration
system as is called for in the design detail, as it is prone to clogging over time and will
eventually deplete the infiltration capacity of the system. A filter layer of bank run
gravel can be used instead of the fabric.

Additional spot grades should be added to the grading plan to ensure that there is at
least 18-inches of cover over the chamber system.

Design details are needed for the sediment forebay and infiltration basin berms, the
riprap overflow/level spreader, and the rain garden.
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24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

The design detail for the shallow catchbasin does not include an outlet hood. Several
manufacturers offer low profile hoods that can be used on shallow basins.

The detail sheet includes a detail for a “typical catchbasin for standard rim”, with no
sump. It is not clear where on the plan this basin is called for.

In conjunction with the proposed work to remove the historic fill from the wetland, it
appears that the project would entail the disturbance of about an acre of land area and
would be subject to the requirements of the EPA Construction General Permit. The
selected contractor should be required to file an NOI for coverage under the CGP and
prepare and implement a Construction Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan
(SWPPP).

The Erosion & Sediment Control Plan calls for erosion control barriers comprlsed of
silt fence and hay bales; the plan (Sheet 3) calls for straw wattles.

The construction sequence outlined in the Erosion & Sediment Control Plan does not
include the construction of the buildings or the stormwater infiltration systems, nor
does it identify whether the proposed infiltration systems will be kept offline during
construction or used to manage runoff during construction. '

The Erosion & Sediment Control Plan should address handling of contaminated soil
should any be encountered on site.

I have the following comments on the Long Term Pollution Prevention Plan (LTPPP)
and Operation and Maintenance (O&M) Plan submitted with the application:

= The LTPPP identifies a number of generic measures to minimize pollutant
exposure to stormwater, however it is not clear how they are to be enforced.
Will there be a homeowners or condominium association for the development
and, if so, will the prohibitions on vehicle washing and illicit discharges be
included in the association documents?

» The LTPPP indicates that a dumpster will be used on the site for solid waste
management; the location of the dumpster should be shown on the plan and
appropriate screening, cover and spill containment provided.

= There appears to be an inconsistency in the frequency of pavement sweeping
called for in the plan. _

» The O&M Plan states that the property owners will be responsible for the
maintenance of the stormwater system. Since there are multiple units proposed
on the property and the stormwater system components are on what appears to
be common property, I believe that a homeowners or association is needed as
the legal entity for implementing and enforcing the O&M Plan.

= The O&M Plan should include maintenance of the sediment forebay and
Isolator Row, as well as periodic mowmg of the detention basin to prevent
woody growth.
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* The plan should also include periodic inspection of the proposed infiltration
structures and call for corrective action if the structures do not fully drain
within 72 hours following a storm event.

» The plan should include a simple figure showing the locations of all
stormwater BMPs to be maintained.

I appreciate the opportunity to assist the Haverhill Conservation Commission with the review
of this project, and hope that this information is suitable for your needs. Please feel free to
contact me if you or the applicants have any questions regarding the issues addressed herein.

Sincerely,
EGGLESTON ENVIRONMENTAL

{};:59 %5@&"‘;“‘“

Lisa D. Eggleston, P.E.




FIORELLO & MIGLIORI

: ATTORNEYS AT LAW
KAREN L. FIORELLO _
kiiorello@fimilaw.com ‘
FIREHOUSE CONDOMINIUMS

18 ESSEX STREET
HAVERHILL, MASSACHUSETTS 01832

TEL 978/373-3003 FAX 978/373-3066

June 29, 2015

Hand Delivered

Tohn A. Michitson, President
Haverhill City Council
City Hall

4 Summer Street

Haverhill, MA 01830

Re: Special Permit: RKACO, LLC
2 Cross Road
Request for Continuance

Dear President Michitson and Members of the City Council:

It has come to my attention that the City Council will not have a full complement of
members at the June 30" meeting.

Due to the number of votes required for a Special Permit, my client deems it important to
have the full Council vote on the Special Permit and therefore, is requesting a continuance until

the July 14, 2015 meeting.

Should you have any questions, please don’t hesitate to contact me.

MIM/dma
Enc.
c.e..  Haverhill City Clerk

MS. FIORELLO IS ALSO ADMETTED,IN FLORIDA.

MICHAEL ]. MIGLIORI
mmigliori@fimilaw.com




Haverhill

Engineering Department, Room 300
Tel: 978-374-2335 Fax: 978-373-8475
John H. Pettis IIL, P.E. - City Engineer

JPettis@CityQfHaverhill.com

June 16, 2015

MEMO TO: CITY COUNCIL PRESIDENT JOHN MICHITSON AND
ERS OF THE CITY COUNCIL
Subject: 2 Cross Road; Speciul Pernrit for Miultifimily Residential

1 have reviewed the revised plan received today. The planshave been revised to incorporate fwo
changes which I requested:
1. The developer has committed to installing approximately 185 feet of granite curbing and
sidewalk, -anthy narrowing dowr the existing: opening at the beginning of Cross:
Road and more closely Ting off the intersection and lining up with the entrance of
Roston Road across Rouie 125. This improvement will lead to increased safety for
drivers as well as for pedestrians walking along Route 125. _
7 Amaccess easement is now shown for the benefit of the adjacent home at 1179 Boston
Road. The existing driveway accesses the right.of way by crossing the subject lot and the
granting of the easement will formalize this right. :
I therefore am be supportive of the granting of the Special Permit. Please contact me if you have
any guestions.

Tl i

JoHn H. Pettis IIL, P.E.

C: Mayor Fiorentini, Stankovich, Ward, Cox, Ahem, Grieeci

4 Summer Street Haverhill, MA 01830-5885 }fwww.ci.haverhill.ma.us
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SPECIAL PERMIT
REQUEST FOR COMMENTS*

*COMMENTSDUEBY: £ /% /¢

TO: (/ Fire Chief— Room 113

Boﬁr& of Health Cﬁ.airperson & Members — Room 210
’/anservation Commission & Members — Room 248 .3 0O
\(§Buﬂding Inspector — Room 210 ‘

Police Chief ~ Room 106 (Mail Slof)

_ (/Highway & Park Superintendent - Room 106 (Mail Slof)
\) Robert Ward, Water/W astewater Director — Room‘iﬁ. (Mail Sldt)
\/John Pettis, ITL, City Engineer — Room 28 300

Superintendent of Schools — Reom 104

FROM: William Pillsbury, Planning Director/Grants Coordinator — Room 201

0. Cund

S.#

T A e e

patE:__ Y 124 (5 _

RE: Special Permit Application for: R.K— A CO LU ¢ W @ A’/"‘Y\_
Project Reference: - vod (Coneld, . "Cinon, s ot
Street Location: (Lol i

First Submission: 154

THE PLANNING BOARD HAS RECEIVED FROM THE CITY CLERK. THE CITED SPECIAL PERMIT, WHICH WAS
LEQUESTED TO ADDRESS CONCERNS RAISED BY THE CITY DEPARTMENTS. PLEASE BE SO KIND ASTO

EVIEW THE ATTACHED APPLICATION AND CORRESPONDENCE AND PROVIDE YOUR RESPECTIVE REPORTS TO:
[HE PLANNING DEPARTMENT, CITY HALL, ROOM 201, no later than the due date listed below: '

ESPECTIVE COMMENTS DUEBY: 8~ / ¥ ; /5




oL Id A -1 -

Lori Woodsum

From: John Pettis <Jpettis@cityofhaverhill.com: MIL@
Friday, June 05, 2015 10:19 AM

Sent:
To: Lori Woodsum; William Pillsbury W
Subject: ) FW: Send data from MFP07657037 06/04/2015 15:58 -

Access easement for abutter ay 1179 Boston Rd to go on next plan submission.

John

==~-Original Message-----

From: Dennis Griecci [mailto:dgriecci@andoverconsultants.com]
Sent: Thursday, June 04, 2015 4:22 PM

To: John Pettis _
Subject: RE: Send data from MFPO07657037 06/04/2015 15:58

John, .
{ am not in the office on Fridays, but check email. 1 am available all day Monday to talk about
what you will need from us for permitting the work within the state right-of-way.

I will add the access easement to the final plan.

Thank you,
Dennis

Dennis A. Griecci, P.E., LEED AP
Senior Project Engineer/Associate

. Phone: (978) 687-3828

—==0riginal Message=--

From: Joha Pettis [mailto:Jpettis@cityothaverhill.com]

Sent: Thursday, June 04, 2015 4:05 PM

To: Dennis A. _Gfiecci {dgriecci@andoverconsultants.com)
Subject: FW: Send data from MFP0Q7657037 06/04/2015 15:58

Dennis, ‘
On quick look plan looks good, somewhere should add access easement like sketched onto
attachment. I'll try call tomorrow about requesting State Permit.

John

—-«Qriginat Message---

From: copier [mailtoiscanner@cityofhaverhill.com]
Sent: Thursday, June 04, 2015 6:59 PM

To: John Pettis




Subject: Send data from MFPO7657037 06/04/2015 15:58

Scanned from MFP0O7657037
Date:06/04/2015 15:58
Pages:1

Resolution:200x200 DP!
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From: Rob Moore <RMoore@cityofhaverhill.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 17, 2015 10:33 AM
To: : Barbara Arthur (citycncl@cityofhaverhill.com); Bill Macek (WJm227@gma|! com); Bilt Ryan

»

(roundpond@comcast.net); Bob Scatamacchia (ScatamacchiaFH @aol. com); Colin
LePage; John Michitson (michitson@mitre.org); Mary Ellen Daly O'Brien
{medobrn@aol.com); Melinda Barrett; Mike McGonagile (mike@mcsitemps.com); Tom
Sullivan (tsullivan@cityothaverhill.com)

Cc: Linda Koutouias
Subject: Special Permit App - 2 Cross Road
Attachments: : Haverhill 2 Cross Road review comments #1.pdf

Good Morning Counc:!ors
- The Conservation Commission is currently rewewmg the subject project. As part of its review, the Commiission required

a peer review of the applicant’s stormwater management system dESIgI’] Our peer reviewer's comments are attached
for your use in considering this project.
Rob



From: Daputy Chiaf William Lallberty <Wlaliberly®haverhilfire.com>

Sent: Thursday, May 14, 2015 5:15 PM

To: Lorf Waadsum

Subject: Comments Attached

Attachmenix: Cross Rd Special PermitRevised,pdf Woods Ave and Ordway Ave FrantageWaiver.pdf
M Lol

Ruse Ahere came lnhmyoﬂuwlmuumnhn for Croms Rond.

Created access thraugh the proposad project from Grose Rd anto Bradetrest Avenue. He naid _
thera was opposition to the project from the helghberhooi s he is proposing te Install an
smergency gate for emergency spparatus at the Bradstreat Ave entd that will be opsrated bya
“siren gate.” The siren from an Smergency apparatus will unlock the gate and allow fire apparatus

to enter or leave by Bradstrest Avenus,
Respeotiully, '

Deputy Fire Chief Willlam Laliberty




May 12, 2013

Ta: William Pillsbuty
Plannmg Ditectot/Gréaits Coardmator

Sifbject: 2 Cross Road Special Permit

Waier and Wastewatst Divisiofis Have reviewed the:shove subject matter:and offer the following
Comuments: '

Wastewater:
. Provide sewerprofile to include slope
Watgr Divisioi
See attashed Tetter from Glen Snith, Watet maintenatice Supetvisor

ol

Water arid Wastewater: Divisions'do not dbject with this'Special Permit anid teserves the tight to
provide additional commients once a sife plan is ‘sybmifted.

If you have any questions:please do nothiesitate tocall me:at (978) 374-2382,

stem Supervisor

10 #: 132-776<2

PElel T50N7C




citz council
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From: Rob Moore

Sent: Friday, June 26, 2015 11:24 AM

To: City Council

Cc: ‘ Bill Macek (wjm227 @gmail.comy); Bill Ryan {roundpond@comcast.net); Bob

Scatamacchia {ScatamacchiaFH@aol.com); Colin LePage; John Michitson

(michitson@mitre.org); Mary Ellen Daly O'Brien {medobrn@aol.com); Melinda Barrett;

Mike McGonagle {mike@mcsitemps.com); Tom Sullivan (tsullivan@cityofhaverhill.com)
Subject: RE: Special Permit App - 2 Cross Road

Good Morning Barbara,
The Commission discussed this project with the design engineer and our stormwater peer reviewer last evening. The
hearing was continued to the July 16™ meeting. The designer submitted new materials mid-week that require this
additional time for review. Perhaps discussed most were the following:
» The Commission and the peer reviewer requested additional efforts to be put into applying low-impact
development design elements. The new revisions target this concern.
» The wetland on the property drains to a culvert on and under 1181 Boston Road. The condition of this culvert
and the need for a drainage easement must be investigated.
e The drainage system proposed along the Cross Road edge of the property is designed to overﬂow into the
roadway. The designer was asked to investigate options for connecting this overflow directly into the Boston
Road drainage system.
¢ The Commission continues to await information addressing potential contamination on this site. Itisour
understanding that an assessment of the site is at least ongoing. The Commission will be looking for the
: applicant’s Licensed Site Professional to comment on the project design.
Rob

From: City Council

Sent: Thursday, June 25, 2015 1:28 PM

To: Rob Moore

Cc: City Council; Bill Macek (wim227@gmail.com); Bill Ryan (roundpond@comcast.net); Bob Scatamacchia
(ScatamacchiaFH@aol.com); Colin LePage; John Michitson (michitson@mitre.org); Mary Ellen Daly O'Brien
(medobm®@aol.com); Melinda Barrett; Mike McGonagie (mlke@mc51temps com); Tom Sullivan
(tsullivan@cityofhaverhill.com)

Subject: RE: Special Permit App - 2 Cross Road

Wonderful, thanks for your quick response.
barbara

From: Rob Moore

Sent: Thursday, June 25, 2015 1:03 PM

To: City Council

Subject: RE: Special Permit App - 2 Cross Road

The Commission is scheduled to discuss this project this evening with the applicant and peer reviewer.

From: City Council

Sent: Thursday, June 25, 2015 9:22 AM

To: Rob Moore

Subject: FW: Special Permit App - 2 Cross Road



Did the Commission review this subsequent to peer review?

Thank you,
barbara

From: Colin LePage [mailto:colinlepage@gmail.com]

Sent: Wednesday, June 17, 2015 11:03 AM

To: Rob Moore

Cc: Barbara Arthur (cityencl@cityofhaverhill.com); Bill Macek (wim227@gmail.com); Bill Ryan (roundpond@comcast.net);
" Bob Scatamacchia (ScatamacchiaFH@aol.com); John Michitson (michitson@mitre.org); Mary Ellen Daly O'Brien

(medobm@aol.com); Melinda Barrett; Mike McGonagle (mike@mcsitemps.com); Tom Sullivan

(tsullivan@cityofhiaverhill.com); Linda Koutoulas

Subject: Re: Special Permit App - 2 Cross Road

Rob,
Just FYI - The Council voted last night to postpone the Special Permit hearing for two weeks.
Will the Conservation Commission be meeting to review the Peer Reviewers comments and make further
comment(s)/condition(s) recommendations prior to the hearing on June 30th. '
Please advise, thank you.

-Regards,

Colin LePage
Haverhill City Councillor

clepage@cityofhaverhill.com
978-618-6460

On Wed, Jun 17, 2015 at 10:32 AM, Rob Moore <RMoore@cityofhaverhill.com> wrote:

Good Morning Councilors,
The Conservation Commission is currently reviewing the subject project. As part of its review, the Commission required
a peer review of the applicant’s stormwater management system design. Our peer reviewer's comments are attached

for your use in considering this project.

Rob



Haverhill

Board of Health

Inspection Services
2 . Building/Zoni
2 n M E ,?ﬂtl uilding/Zoning

Phone: 978-374-2325

<l 978-374-2341
978-374-2338

s
NG 978-374-2430

f ! Fax: 978-374-2337
CiTY COUNCGH. bdufresne@cityothaverhill.com

June 23, 2015

TO: City Council Members
From: Richard Osborne, Building Inspector
RE: 2 Cross Road, Special Permit for Multi-Family
Dear Council President Michitson and Councilors:
RKACO, LLC's revised proposal for twelve residential dwelling units complies with the
Dimensional and Density Regulations of Chapter 255 Haverhill Zoning By-Laws for the Commercial

General Zone for Multi-Family Use, also with the requirements of the parking regulations.

The applicant addressed by concerns with regards to the Parking and Loading Standards (H) and
redesigned the entrance of Cross Road to meet the 50" minimum distance from the intersection.

Please contact me if | can be of further assistance.

Si

ichard Osboine
Buiiding Inspector

RO/ds

Room 210 - 4 Summer Street Haverhill, MA (1830 www.ci.haverhill.ma.us




CITY OF MAVERMILL
CITY HALL, ROO 20

MASSACHUSETTS 01830 FOUR SUMMER STREET
HAVERHILL, MASSACHUSETTS 01839

FLANMING BOARS TELEPHOME (974} 374-2330

EAX (978 ardzais

June 2, 2015

John A. Michitson, President
& City Councilors
City of Haverhill

RE: Two Cross Road Special Permit—The petitioner, RKACO, LLC requests a
favorable recommendation to the city council to construct 3 buildings fotaling 13
units to be sold as condominiums in the CG Zone; Assessors Map 732, Block 778,
Lot 2 (6/13/15 Planning Board Meeting)

Attorney Michael Migliori came forward to represent the applicant RKACO, LLC for the
Two Cross Road Special Permit. As you know the city council has jurisdiction over the
special permit process. He noted that the Aherns were present before you looking for a
favorable recommendation to the city council. If the special permit is approved they
would be back before you to go through the definitive plan process. They hoped
everyone was familiar with this site or had an opportunity to drive by the site to see what
it iooked like. This site is a dirty, messy complicated site with a gas line easement
nearby that is over part of the parcel. It was a very oddly shaped parcel but would like
to think that the good news was that was ali of that could be overcome with the project
that the Aherns were putting forward tonight. As part of the team Mr. Ahern from - _
RKACO was present tonight and he and his brother Rob have built many homes in .~
Haverhill over a 30 year period. Also here as part of the team from Andover '
Consultants, is Dennis Griecci, our onsite engineer who will soon come forward to
speak about this project and go through the engineering items.

Attorney Migliori noted that this project entails 13 units in 3 buildings and two
containing 5 residential units each and the third building contains 3 residential units.
The site is zoned for the commercial general zone that allows for a number of permitted
commercial uses which... he has to think that it is far less desirable then the plans that
were before you tonight for residential housing but wouid certainly leave that up to you.
So at this point the attorney turned the hearing over to their engineer so that he could
walk everyone through some of the details and then he would come back and
summarize and then we can respond to any questions or concerns.

Dennis Gretchen an enginéer with Andover Consultants came forward to speak. It was
noted that it was a 1.4 acre site and was currently a motor repair garage and storage




Two Cross Road Special Permit
5/13/15 Planning Board Meeting

facility. We are proposing to do 13 residential units in three buildings. Currently the site
has access off of Cross Road and also has access and frontage on Bradstreet Avenue.
The site was generally broken up into two separate (inaudible) ten units will be going on
Bradstreet and the 3 units to be using the existing access off of Cross Road. There are
wetlands on the site and they have filed with conservation in April and we are on their
agenda tomorrow night (5/14/15).

The storm water will be handied at two separate systems one will be an
underground system that will control peak rates and volumes and discharges into the
wetland and from here to the Cross Road side it is a smaller surface pond with rates
and flows to that discharge point. The utilities were ‘divided. There is a sewer manhole
on site to be connected to and water will be connected to Cross Road. The only utilities
that will be coming off of Bradstreet Avenue is an existing gas line that serves an
existing garage right now. It was mentioned that they did meet on site 2 weeks ago with
Engineering, John Pettis, to discuss his thoughts on the project and hoped to get back
to him soon. It was noted that they had discussions with Engineering as well regarding
Cross Road and they got back to him and noted that they had some issues with that at
this time. It was noted that as far as any relief from zoning they were requested that all
the buildings meet the required setbacks. Parking is over what is required with 26
spaces and the requirement is 20 for this 13 unit use.

He noted that was generally the engineering that was kind of summarized and
asked if there were any questions that he would be more than happy to answer them.

Attorney Michael Migliori thanked Mr. Griecci and referred to the city department _
reports. He noted for the departments that did respond all have no objections. He did
note that they did have an objection to the request of the Haverhill Fire Departiment
response... \

Director William Pillsbury, Jr. interrupted the attorney to check what he had just said.
He noted that there were a serious number of comments submitted by the
departments...

Attorney Migliori noted that there are comments...

Director Pillsbury was checking to see if he had said that he had no problem working
with those problems. ‘

Attorney Migliori answered no... that we had no objections working with those
comments.

Director Pillsbury did want to mention that he did have conversation with the city
engineer but did not actually have his document filed but did want to say that we will
want to incorporate all of the comments including the city engineer too. He knew that
we did not physically have it but wanted it to be clear that we have it between now and
the city council hearing.




Two Cross Road Special Permit
5/13/15 Pianning Board Meeting

Attorney Migliori noted that he wanted to comment on that because he thought that one
of the issues was... and noted that we don’t have Mr. Pettis’ comments but there were
other issues that also impact Mr. Pettis’ comments and may be that Conservation was
looking for us to implement low impact development design techniques which obviously
impacts some of the things that Mr. Pettis has reviewed so and they did need to flush
those out those items to see if that impacted...

Director Pillsbury answered exactly and we did need to check with the Fire Department
to see if those impact them as well. There were a number of things that move the
departments and the concerns that the departments have and we can talk about that.
He apologized for interrupting and noted that he could continue.

Attorney Migliori answered no that was fine and noted that he was glad that he did...
like departments like Board of Health are far more simple and straight forward but then
there is Water/Wastewater as well. We do have a littie more work to do. In general that
is if the conservation commission doesn't have any objections and we need to deal with
their low impact design with Engineering and the Fire Department and noted that
hopefully they would all get on the same page hopefully which he thought that they
could. All and all the attorney felt that this was a good project and would certainly be a
vast improvement over what exits there now. '

Director Pillsbury wanted the attorney to give them a quick synopsis of the types of units
that they were proposing. He didn’t think that was mentioned. It was noted that was a
criteria for this type of request. It was noted as a special permit request that is a special
permit criteria.

Attorney Michael Migliori noted that the two buildings have 5 units each and the third
building has 3 units each. He asked Mr. Ahern to come up and walk everyone through
this. He had been through similar projects utilizing this design elsewhere and was very
familiar with this. So he was going to turn this over to Rob Ahern.

Rob Ahern, RKACO, LLC, has offices in Tewksbury but has done a lot of projects in the
City of Haverhill over the years. Pretty much standard townhouses that you see built in
various parts of the city with garages under coming in this way here (pointing to a
display board) then walk upstairs to a living room, dining area, Kitchen and then upstairs
to a just two bedrooms. It was very standard as to what you see built around the city...
Director William Pillsbury, Jr., wanted to know how much per unit.

Mr. Ahern thought around $1400.00 as he remembered.

Director Pilisbury thanked Mr. Ahern for his comments.




Two Cross Road Special Permit
5/13/15 Planning Board Meeting

Mr. Ahern asked if there were any other questions. He did note that he had the floor
plans if anyone wanted to see the floor plans.

Attorney Michael Migliori came forward to say Thank you. He also noted that there
were some neighbors present and thought that they might want to speak.

Acting Chairman Bob Driscoll asked if there was anyone that wanted to speak in
opposition to the petition.

Robert Thompson, 29 Brad Street Avenue, came forward to speak. It was noted that
the proposed project was proposed to be buiit right across the street from his house.
He had some concerns. The number one concern was that Bradstreet Ave was a very
quiet littie street if anyone was familiar with it. He noted that there were just 3 houses
on it right now. He felt that the impact on the neighborhood was going to be huge with
this development. He could see from the plans that the first building the one with 3 units
in one building is going to egress out onto Cross Street. But noted that the other two
units with 5 each are going to come out onto Bradstreet Ave and based on that there
will be 20 cars parked out there. He asked the developer today if there was a
contingency plan when they have friends visiting. It was noted that even with these
units and when the people move in understood with that property there have adequate
parking. But noted that down the road when these families have a chance to expand
and children are born where would they park their cars. He knew from when he lived at
Farrwood Green they had 2 spaces for each unit but also had visitor's parking. He
noted that he did not see nor did he hear anything about parking spaces for visitors.
And when he brought that up to the developer he was told that they were working on
that but did not see any plans that showed those spaces. If wanted the board to drive
down that street because based on these plans down the road... because he planned
on retiring down there and noted that he bought his house 10 years ago, wanted to
know where all those cars are going to go.

The other concern that he had too was about that gas line that everyone must
have seen. It was noted that gas line came down from Canada 2 years ago. It came all
the way from Canada but when it got to this area it seemed to take a little jog right
around the area of Bradstreet Ave. He noted that it was a 30" high pressured gas line
and if you go onto the internet and Google searches the major reason those lines ever
have explosions is from contractor error. He noted that if something like that happens it
would vaporize almost the whole 6000 sq. ft. circle. It was noted that this was a huge
gas line (inaudible)... and | hated the fact that it would come right down his street but
now we are going to have all this construction and was concerned that they would have
this big absorbing pad, he knew that they said storm drains for ali the water by the time
they alter wetlands and wanted to know if there was any guarantee here that once this
project is done and everything is all sold wanted to know what guarantee he had now
and his furnace floods... wanted to know about super floods and how he already has
water in his yard. If anyone wanted him to take pictures he couid show that he has
flooding every year in his yard. These were his 3 major concerns that it was just that
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the quality of the neighborhood is going to completely change by aitering this small
piece of property by the amount allowed by law. He asked people how they would feei
if someone took a single family lot in your neighborhood and wanted fo put in a 13 unit
condo development because they were legally allowed on a one acre lot. He also
mentioned the owner of Flowers by Steve and that he lived at 14 Cross Road for the
record. He had dropped some info off at his door today because he had a family
emergency so he asked him to read his comments to the board members. He basicaily
said he felt there were too many units for this small lot and that he opposed. He also
thought that the amount of traffic on Bradstreet Ave would cause a serious situation. He
was not able to attend due to a family iliness but would like for his opinion to be heard.
Sincerely Steven. One last thing for the record... Mr. Thompscn noted that he had

been doing construction for 20 years and every one of us here understood that we do
not allow construction where we normally have a place to live. He felt that they were
really pushing the limit with this property and you would see that once you go down his
street. But felt that even if it were scaled down enough that the egress went out to
Cross Road and not on this little tiny Bradstreet Ave, and maybe somehow it could be
redesigned to have one less unit and everything going out that way and not coming
down a dead-end street. Because even today, to say in closing, they came down to ;
speak with his neighbor, Kathy, and Mr. Thompson wondered who this guy was parking
in my driveway... So did that mean people would be parking in front of his house and in
his driveway? It was noted that because it is a very little street and there were a lot of
cars and he wanted to know where everyone would park that included their families and
when families expand and people visiting on the holidays and wondered where they
would park. He noted those were his opinions and appreciated the time and thanked

the board.

Kathieen (inaudible) 31 Bradstreet Ave came forward to speak. She noted that lives
right next door to Rob. She informed the board members that she had the same
concerns. She had flooding concerns also. Presently that area floods now, her
driveway, her backyard, the dirt road and noted that the pavement ended right at her
driveway and then the dirt road fioods out and noted that she has that concern also.
The size of it was also a big concern. She noted that it would be nerve racking with that
gas pipeline and pointed out that it was right there. It was a very upsetting situation and
she also mentioned the parking. She wanted to know where people would go and
excess parking. It is a dirt road and goes down towards the nursery and noted that she
shared the same concerns. She said thank you and returned back to her seat.

Steven Rogers, 161 Neck Road of Ward Hill came forward to speak. He had a few ;
concerns and understood the concerns of the peopie that lived on Bradstreet Ave but
wanted to note his concerns. They plow the snow in that section of the city for the city
and noted as Bradstreet was now they have to back out of Bradstreet Ave because the

road is only about a car width wide road and where will they put that snow or how they ,
would be able to turn around. Plus where would they put all that snow for 26 parking
spaces. It was noted that you cannot push the snow into the conservation area and did
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not know where they would put the snow for these 26 parking spaces that they were
locking to put in there. He was sure that most of you were aware that strange
intersection that takes place on Rt. 125 by Boston and Cross Road by the Irving Car
Wash and noted that it was a very, very, dangerous intersection and with a lot more
cars from there, there would be a lot more accidents and felt that they shouid be
required to put a traffic light at that intersection. it was noted that Bradstreet Ave
continued onto a dirt road that drives right through the middle of his nursery. His car
would be able to drive out of this development and then drive down this dirt road right
through the middle of his nursery with his customers at his nursery? How would he deal
with security if it is opened up to a thorough fair with the people that leave because they
do not want to deal with that dangerous intersection at Cross Road and Rt. 1257 He
was not sure how these issues would be handled when it comes to this project and
could not see how they could be handled. He thanked board and returned to his seat.

Ray Cane of 5 Bradstreet Ave came forward to speak. He was located right at the
corner that was adjacent to Cross Road right at the corer by Flowers by Steve. He
noted that there were accidents there all the time. He wanted to speak about that
intersection that was brought up by Steven. There were cars that travel at great speed
that go right by the post office. He noted that there were accidents out there all the
time. He noted that over by the Irving Station that intersection on Rt. 125 at Boston
Road/Cross Road there were teenagers that have gotten hit and killed out there. There
are accidents every year out there and there was just one about a week or a week and
a half ago and this will add an additionat problems. He felt this was too big of a project
and did not want the traffic going by his house. [t has been a quiet street. He has been
there about 44 years and never had a problem of what was there before. He would not
have a problem with they putting an access out at the end of Cross Road was an option
but definitely did not want the additional traffic up and down his street because he had
enough that go by on Cross Road.

Acting Chairman Driscoll asked if there was anyone else that wanted to speak.

Richard Rogers, 133 Neck Road came forward to speak. It was noted that he has |
property that abuts Bradstreet Avenue. He wanted to say that there were far too many |
houses for that area for this project. It was noted that a lot of points have already been

covered. Mr. Rogers returned to his seat.

Acting Chairman Driscoll asked Attorney Migliori if he wanted to address the concerns
of the people that just spoke.

Attorney Michael Migliori came forward to speak. He was going to have Rob Ahern
come back and talk a little bit as well as Dennis on some of the issues.

Director William Pillsbury, Jr. wanted to speak at this point. He wanted to know if there
was an analysis that was done by your team as you looked at this project and from an
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engineering prospective as to traffic prospective about the idea of using Cross Road as
opposed to using Brad Street Avenue. He wanted to know if that was looked at and if it
was not would that be something that you would be opened to looking at as to
comments. He was going to ask you a couple of questions.

He wanted to address the question that was brought up about guest parking. He
wanted to know if there was going to be additional parking on the side or was that going
to effect the building footprint or was that something that was under consideration and if
that was being looked at and where were you going to put that. He also wanted to know
from an engineering prospective if we could hear about the requirements to handle
drainage so there would not be these issues for potential flooding and what the
requirements are and those were the three that he had for now.

Someone from the audience also wanted to know about the size of the project and if
there were any willingness to decrease the size of the project.

Attorney Migliori answered okay... he would try to address all of those comments from
the abutters. Regarding parking the requirement requires 20 spaces and there are 26
shown on the plan. They were roughly at 30% more than the required number of
spaces.

Regarding drainage as we ali know because of today’s standards we cannot
send anything offsite and will have Dennis expand on that from an engineer’s
prospective.

Regarding Cross Road he will have Rob come up and speak to address the
concerns regarding that. He knew that there were conversations about that for the two
ways in and out versus one.

And with respect to the size of the project he would also like to have Rob to
address that so maybe we will start with Dennis on drainage and just to confirm again
about the parking the 20 spaces that are required are there plus six additional.

(A person came forward to speak but no name was given... believe it to be Dennis
Griecci the engineer from Andover Consultants)

So to address the issues of flooding... the storage analysis showed them both the
wetland and the cross road side of the site. The speed of which the water leaves the
site is going to all reduce to a 10 or 25 or 100 year storm which is the standard for
remodeling an analysis. And also the volumes or the amounts of water would also be
reduced in both the wetland and to Cross Road. And that is done by underground
chambers that will store the water and will meter it out through different size orifices with
different size storms. That report has to be submitted to conservation and believed that
it would go through peer review to just confirm our analysis that was just completed.

Director Pillsbury wanted him to respond specifically to where the gentleman’s property
is and the elevations and things like that and how you will be handling that in that
location.
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Mr. Griecci asked that person fo point out where your...

The abutter noted... where your driveway is going to come out basically that is my
driveway right next to it. You will see when you get onto Bradstreet Ave that from
Bradstreet Ave it slopes down about 3 and a half to four feet to my yard but my
basement floor is basically my yard... (Inaudible) ...so | have a giant puddle in my
yard...

Director Pillsbury asked the abutter if he would speak into the microphone because we
are taping and this is for the record and we want everyone to be able to hear you.

The abutter answered certainly... He was right here across from their driveway. You
would see in my yard from Bradstreet Ave that it goes down about 3 feet or so and my
backyard is raised up like that and once his yard has this giant puddle my basement is
flooded and when the puddle goes away my basement stops flooding. Basically my
yard when you stand in it can see that this property is a lot higher. He said thank you
and returned to his seat.

Mr. Griecci noted that we did not do a survey of that topography which is partly on your
site but we note the crown of Bradstreet Avenue is 78.5% so that is the highpoint of that
road and water pitches to your side and to our side of the site. All storm water will be
to... like | said the infiltration units to the chambers and then there is an outlet structure
here that will discharge into this wetland. There is a pipe here a 10 inch pipe that picks
up this and receives this water and sends it to Boston Road. So none of the analogies
showed that it will go across Bradstreet Avenue to your property. He also noted it was
the same thing on Cross Road where the water is going in this direction at the Boston
Road intersection. In the event that these two catch basins were to clog the worst
scenario would be that this water would find its way over here and here before it hit onto
this road and going over onto your property.

(Someone, a female abutter, asked a question and did not give her name.) She noted:
So what you are saying was that the water will go into the wetlands but that whole area
puddles and gets wet and flooded.

Mr. Griecci asked if the wetlands flood currently.
The female abutter answered yes... right across the street into the opposite side of

Bradstreet Ave.

Mr. Griecci noted that as part of the analysis that they did that they could not increase
the rate or the volume of water to the wetland and in another task as part of the storm
water monitoring was that they could not starve that wetland so it is a wetland today so
we need to maintain that wetland and preserve it. We can’t completely eliminate the
flow into the wetland unfortunately but what we were supposed to do according to the
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standards was that they could not increase the rate, and we are not supposed to
increase the volume which is what have done here.

Female abutter... so what you are saying was that it won’t increase the volume...
(Inaudible).

Mr. Griecci answered correct. So we have a volume analysis that was done to show the
rates that the 2 yr., 10 yr., 25 year and 100 yr. storm are going to be lower than what
was there currently.

Director Pillsbury for the record wanted to know for all the individuals present to explain
how that protection is put into place. He knew the answer but wanted him to explain
what the conservation commission does and what is your requirement regarding the
conservation commission relative to the order of conditions and administrating that

order. :

Mr. Griecci noted that they have work that is done in the 100 (inaudible) to the filing. So
we filed with conservation in April we presented it to the commission in April. We
submitted the plans along with the storm water report and also a Notice of Intent for the
work that they were proposing to do. He noted that will at some point go through peer
review and if it is approved they will issue an order of conditions that they will have to
comply with.

Director Pillsbury noted for the record that peer review was basically that the city, at
their own expense, hires their own independent engineering analysis for this very same
question and it is explained and they present their information and then our independent
person working for the city would make their final recommendation and evaluation in a
report to give back to the city.

The abutter thanked the director for his explanation.

One of the abutters that was sitting in the audience came forward to speak. The acting
chairman allowed him to speak but asked him to make it quick since that time has
passed.

An abutter came forward to ask about the parking overflow which he noted was huge for
them. He thought that they were going to have with the 26 parking spots for the 20
units. He noted that there were 13 units going in and they have 2 parking spaces per
unit. So he did not know where the 6 overflow parking spaces came from.

Director Pillsbury thought what he was talking about was the zoning standards and
noted that it was not 2 but 1.5.
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The abutter noted right but they were concerned because these people would end up
parking in their driveways and in our backyards.

Attorney Migliori was going to ask Mr. Rob Ahern to come up to the podium because the
other two issues... that being one, probably having only one exit on Cross Road... He
wanted Rob to come over to the podium. He did note that it would be something that
we would be willing to discuss with the city departments but the departments right now
were leaning on having two different entrances/exits but wanted to know if that was
something that they could work out with the departments that makes sense but did not
think they had any objection to it.

With regard to the size of the project that was a more difficult issue because it is
a challenging site and asked Rob (Ahern) to come forward to talk a little bit about that.

Rob Ahern came forward to speak. He noted that they could certainly look at some
thought to reduction and it mlght make a big difference to us if we are encouraged or it
looks likely that we could come in only from Cross Street then maybe we have to think
about that because maybe we have to lose “X” amount of units for the fact that a new
driveway has to come in so it was really premature to have to say we can or we cannot.
There is probably $2000.00 worth of cleanup alone there with all of the machinery that
was there with the wrecks and the outbuildings that were there. He noted that it was
complicated and before they could say anything they would have to find out about the
one entrance and weather the Fire Department would want that and the planning
department might want only one entrance. It was uncertain at this time whether he
could promise anything right now about that.

Director Pillsbury noted that we were in a bit of disadvantage here tonight regarding the
planning board’s perspective without the report from the city engineer on this was a bit
troublesome in that sense. He did note to the people in the audience that this was not a
decision that was being made tonight by this board. This is a matter where the planning
board is being asked to make a recommendation and then this matter goes back before
the city council since the city council has the special permit granting authority. He
explained that there will be ancther hearing and it will be before the city council and all
of these items will be able to be addressed at that time at the city council hearing. Then
after that they would be able to file a definitive plan and come back before this planning
board. But noted as far as our recommendation this evening noted to the chairman at
the appropriate time Mr. Chairman noted that they be allowed to proceed with this
hearing publicly to see if there were any other questions or concerns and then at that
time the director would make some recommendations regarding this matter.

Acting Chairman Driscoll asked if there were any other comments from the public.
Seeing none noted that he would turn it back to the planning director for his comments.

Director William Pillsbury, Jr., noted to the chairman that given the concerns about the
access and the density as it relates to that access and some of the concerns that have
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been raised by the city departments and they're there. He knew the Fire Department
had some concerns but then again you begin to make adjustments for conservation or
you start to make adjustments for possible ingress and egress and maybe some
additional parking then it really does effect the potential layout of the buildings and
number of units so with that he thought because the planning board is under a very tight
timeframe to review this and make a recommendation to the city council he did not
 believe that it was a type of thing... normally we would maybe make a recommendation
to postpone this for a month, come back and work some of these items out but since it
is already scheduled for a city council hearing he thought that he wanted to suggest to
the board that they would consider a conditional recommendation tonight conditioned
upon some substantial additional work being done with the city departments particularly
with the city engineer on access, egress and lot layout as it relates to... and the Fire
Depariment as it relates to the number of units. And to look at the density and to look at
access way and noted apologies to the board that we do not have a report from the city
engineer because he was not physically here and was not available to us this week for
a couple of reasons so we are deficient without that information but at the same time we
need to make a recommendation so that the process to the city council can proceed.
He hoped the board understood what he was suggesting and noted that normally we
would probably just table this and wait until we got more information but since we are
not in a position for us to be able to do that since we are only a recommending body at
this stage. So that would put the owners or the developer to work with the city
departments between now and the day of the city council hearing and again to engage
the city departments with these very important questions raised by the neighbors and
the abutters relative to access, relative to things like snow removal and all the other
things that have been raised, identify those and can passed those back to the
departments and will also be forwarded to the city council in the form of the formal
minutes so with that he would propose perhaps a conditional recommendation with what
that statement means other than a commitment from this board to ask the developer to
go back to the city departments and work to some detail to address these issues prior to
the city council hearing and if they are not able o be worked out to that satisfaction that
they would postpone with the city council and finish that work prior to the hearing that is
scheduled. _

He informed the board members and the people in the audience that we would
see this again should the council passes it but that is a ways away so he thought that
the best thing that they could do would be to ask the applicant to work with the C|ty -
departments in the meantime before the council meeting.

Attorney Migliori thought that was a very reasonable approach and would work starting
tomorrow with Mr. Pettis and felt that is the most reasonable approach to take and will
work hard to address the concerns that have been raised tonight. We can respond to
them because he knew that they would be raised again at the council meeting and
hoped that they could be addressed to everyone’s satisfaction.
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Member Kenneth Cram knew the intersection quite well. He uses it probably twice a
day going to and from work. And he was a little concerned with the access point out in
Cross Road right here at the intersection. it was a very wide open intersection and
anyone trying to make a left or cross over noted that it was very difficult there. He was
thinking that if there was going to be an access there off Cross Road that they almost
flip flop the site and put the driveway on the other side of the building to get further away
from the intersection if at all possible. But he would think that they would take a hard
look at that because it was very tight there. He also was concerned with the width of
Bradstreet Ave and noted that it was a narrow street and thinks with a 24’ wide driveway
coming out to a 12 foot roadway was kind of an oxy-moron.

Attorney Migliori would assume and what he thought we were planning on assuming
that ingress or egress that one of them was on Bradstreet that there would be a
significant amount of improvements to Bradstreet. It won’t remain in the condition that it
is in now. He agreed with him totally... it needed to be improved. So assuming that
stays in the plan there would be improvements. Obviously if the entrance/egress is
removed then it was a non-issue but he understood what you were saying exactly.

Member Cram mentioned the site distance and the driveway locations need to be
checked because people do come... If people do come and if they see a gap on Rt. 125
the whip around that left turn and admitted that he had done that himself and he was a

traffic engineer.
Attorney Migliori noted that he understood.

Acting Chairman Driscoll noted that they would need a motion with a recommendation
based on the planning director's comments...

Member Karen Peugh noted that she did have to say that she had some concerns with
the number of concerns/questions that the city departments had raised and your ability
to be able to fulfill some of those before the city council meeting so she hoped that they
would really work hard in working with those departments because there are already a

number of conditions already.

Member Kenneth Cram had one more question and it was related to the room count.
He heard the developer say 2 bedrooms with one and a haif baths but yet the

specification sheet at the back of our packet says 3 bedrooms with two and half baths
and noted that he had not seen a floorplan so...

Mr. Rob Ahern from his seat said that he apologized for that. It was a two bedroom and
a bath and a half. Mr. Ahern spoke from his seat (inaudible).

Member Cram thanked him for his response.
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Acting Chairman Driscoll asked if there were any other questions or comments from the
board members. There were no other questions or comments made by the board
members. The chairman asked for a motion.

After board consideration Member Karen Buckley made a motion to forward a favorable
conditional recommendation to the city council based upon the owner/fapplicant
resolving concerns of the city engineer and the number of questions and concerns of
the various city departments prior to the city council meeting that will be held on June
16, 2015.

Member Karen J. Peugh seconded the motion with Members Karen J. Peugh, Bill
Evans, Karen Buckley, Kenneth Cram, Jack Everette, Bob Driscoll and Paul B. Howard
all voting in favor. Members April DerBoghosian and Krystine Hetel were absent.

Signed,

Bob Driscoll  (Z=o>

Acting Chairman

Cc:.  Two Cross Road Special Permit File
Owner/Applicant
City Council
Andover Consultants Inc./Dennis Griecci
City Engineer John Pettis il
City Clerk’s Office
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Economic Development and Pianning |
Phone: 978-374-2330 Fax:978-374-2315
wpillsbury@cityofhaverhill.com

June 9, 2015

TO: City Council President John J. Michitson and members of the Haverhill City
Councit _ : :

FROM: William Pillgbury;{Ir. Economic Development and Planning Director

SUBJECT: Special permit for Cross Road- 13 units (revised to 12 Units)

At its meeting of May 13, 2015 the Haverhill Planning Board voted a conditional
recommendation to the City Council for the proposed special permit. The minutes
of the public hearing are attached for your review. :

The role of the Board was to conduct a public hearing to make a recommendation to
the city council reiative to the special permit to locate a project proposed to be 13
units of multifamily housing on Cross Road. The site of the proposed units has long
been an auto repair shop and is significantly disinvested and a blighitifg influence on
the neighborhood.

The proposed project represents a significant investment in an area of the city. The
opportunity to see this lot cleaned up and utilized will serve to bring additional stability
to the area by improving conditions and property values.

Several significant issues were raised at the Planning board hearing and the board
voted that these issues should be resolved and/of-addressed prior to this hearing by
the city council. Reports were received from city departments are in your packages
for your review. Any requirements of the city departments should be contained in the

approval as conditions to the special permit.

The issues of concern were the density and the roadway access. The number of
units for the site at 13 was considered to be too many units. The board asked the

- developer to consider a reduction in the total nurber of units on the site. The
- developer has reviewed his plans and reduced the number of units to 12.

4 Sﬁm—mer Street--Room 201, Haverhill, MA 01830 www.ci.haverhill.ma.us



Another issue was access into the site which was proposed to be primarily off of
Bradstreet Avenue. There were a variety of impacts discussed by the board and the
abutters at the hearing and it was recommended that the applicant revise the access
to remove the Bradstrest Avenue concerms. The developer has met with the city
departments and as a resuit has reduced the Bradstreet access to only an
emergency access and shifted the primary access to Cross Road. -

The applicant should incorporate all of these changes if approved by the city council
into the formal definitive plan which must be filed with the planning board.

Specifically, pursuant to zoning ordinance Ch. 255-76 (as applicable) the following
findings must be made by the City Council relative to the project:

the request meets all pertinent conditions isted in article X of the ordinance;
the request is desirabie to the public convenience or welfare;

the request wili not impair the integrity or character of the district or adjoining
zones nor be defrimental to the health, morals or welfare and will be in
conformity with the goals and policies of the master plan;

The réquested use provides for the convenience and safety of vehicular and
pedestrian movement within the site and in relation to adjacent sireets;

The requested use provides for adequate methods of disposal for sewage
refuse and other wastes and adequate methods for storm water and drainage;

The requested use provides for adequate off street loading and unloading of
service vehicles; '

The requested use preserves historical buildings and uses.

Proposed conditions and stipulations:
I request that the following recommended conditions be made part of the special

permit approval:

Requiire the developer to comply with the requirements of the fire department
relative to sprinklers and properly compliant materials between buildings.

Require the developer to comply with the requirem_erits of the city engineer to
install proper sidewalks and curbing along Cross Road.

Require that the developer comply with all of the additional requirements

- of the City's subdivision regulations for water and sewer and drainage
improvements as contained within those regulations and further detailed in
the attached letters from the departments.




These items shall be reflected in the definitive plan to be filed with the
Planning board. '

Recommendation

As Planning Director, | concur with the conditional recommendation based on an
assumption that all items in the letters from the City Departments along with all
requirements for special permits would be made part of the special permit for the
project. '

This project with the incorporation of the recommended conditions is generally in
conformity with the City’s master plan as well as providing sufficiently for traffic,
public safety and other utility considerations. The project as proposed appears o
conform to all other special permit requirements. On the basis of adopting the
proposed conditions/stipulations, | recommend that the council act favorably on
this project.




1 East River Place

andover
consultants Methuen, Massachusetts 01844
inc. Tel, (978) 687-3828
Fax (978) 686-5100
www.andoverconsultants.com
June 11, 2015
Mr. John A. Michitson, City Council President
City of Haverhill
4 Summer Street
City Hall Room 204

Haverhill, MA 01830

RE:  Special Permit
2 Cross Road, Haverhill, Mass
Assessor’s Map 732, Block 776, Lot 2
Petitioner: RKACO, LLC
1501 Main Street, Unit #47
Tewksbury, MA 01876 |

Mir. Michitson and Members of the City Council,

On behalf of the applicant, RKACO LLC, for the above reference project, please find included with this cover letter fifteen
11x17 copies of the revised Site Plans dated June 11, 2015. The major revisions made in this submission are based on
comments received from various City Departments-and Staff and are summarized below.

o Ingress and egress for residents will be limited to Cross Road (emergency fire access will remain to Bradstreet
Avenue).

* At the request of the City Engineer, the exit onto Cross Road was altered to improve the safety of the Cross

Road/Boston Road intersection. _ '

The number of units was reduced from thirteen to twelve.

The three buildings are now connected via one driveway.

Additional parking, including guest parking, was added bringing total parking spaces to twenty-nine.

At the request of the Conservation Commission, a rain garden was added to the site design for treatment of stormwater

and to increase site aesthesis. _

o Improvements were made to the water supply system at the request of the Water Department, including adding a fire
hydrant and looping the system.

If you have any questions concerning the attachments, or require anything further, please feel free to contact me at your
convenience. ' i

Sincerely,

ANDOVER CONSULTANTS, INC.

s
Dennis A. Griecci, P.E.
Senior Project Engineer

cc
RKACO, LLC c¢/o Robert Ahern

Pagelofl
Civil Engineers e Land Surveyors ¢ Land Planners
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Paul ). Jessel, Collection System Supervisor
Water/Wastewater Division
Phone: 978-374-2382 Fax: 978-521-4083

pjessel@haverhillwater.com

July 6, 2015

To: William Pillsbury
Planning Director/ Grants Coordinator

Subject: 2 Cross Road Special Permit
ID #: 732-776-2

— —e

Water and Wastewater Divisions have reviewed the above subject matter and offer the following
Comments:

Wastewater
1. Provide sewer profile to include slope

Water Division

See attached letter from Glenn Smith, Water maintenance Supervisor

Water and Wastewater Divisions do not object with this Special Pennit and reserves the right to
provide additional comments once a site plan is submitted.

If you have any questions please do not hesitate to call me at (978) 374-2382.

2y

Paul J. Jessel
Collection System Supervisor

ID #: 732-776-2
WWTP File#: 150117-C

cc: Robert Ward, W/WWTP
John Pettis, Il P.E,
Glen Smith, Water Distribution
John D’ Aoust, Water Treatment

Dennis Griecci info@andoverconsultants.com
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June 25, 2015

To: William Pillsbury, Planniug Director
City Hall, Room 201
4 Summer Street
Haverhill MA 01830

Re: BRADSTREET CROSSING
Map 732, Block 776, Lot 2

-

FILE #: 150117-C

Dear Mr. Pilisbury;

Glenn F. Smith, Water Maintenance Supervisor
Water/Wastewater Division .
Phone: 978-374-2368 Fax: 978-374-2441 ,
' gsmith@haverhillwater.com

Phone: (978) 374-2330
Fax : (978)374-2315

This property is proposed for the development of Twelve (12) residential units in three (3) buildings. The
Plan submitted June 22, 2015 addressed the following concerns of the Water Maintenance Department

1) The Water Main is now shown loaped through from Cross Road to Bradstfégt with & Hydrant Centrally |

Located. .

2} The drain line has been relocated to allow for the water main to be moved out from under the driveways

and most of the grass peninsulas with granite curbs
3) The Water Main is NOW shown as a single 8” water main under the paved area of the project

With these changes the new plan is acceptable to the City of Haverhill Water Maintenance Division. -

If there are any questions please cali the Water Maintenance Office.

Sincerely

Glenn F. Smith
Water Maintenance Supervisor

125 Amesbury Road, Haverhill, MA 01830-2873 www.cl.haverhillma.us q
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gsmlth@hévérhﬂl\a\?ater GO

Phioiie: (978) 3742330
Fax  (978)374-2315

Haw;rhﬂl MA 01830

-
Ret BRADSTREET CROSSING O O
‘Map 732, Block 776, Let.2

FILE #¢ 150117-C

Dea¥ Mr. Rillsbury;

own-éxpen 6. :
1) Awater System Flow test mustbe performed-to:determine adequacy-of thewater svstem fo provide

serwce to this firoje and detarmine ifs impact o the watersvstem

2 4 ‘ - flate fees..
g J hee to the property

extends to thefront:of #3! iiaradstr.eetzl«\venue;

6) &waterservicerapplication'for EACH UNIT must be filed with the‘Haverhill Water Department to
determine servicasize requirements
Al fess for Application, Entianice and Impact-will be-payakle at-the time of flmgffar a‘Water Service

' cand uit:with:a sweep’ s bend up thraugh the fieon

If thiere are any-questions'pleasecall the Water Maintenance Office. '-;,

Sincerely




DOCUMENT

CITY OF HAVERHILL

In Municipal Council

ORDERED:

That the sum of 9,500 be transferred from the Capital Projects account to the following Capital
Project account:

Police Station Sprinkler Repairs: $9,500

)
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City HaLL, Room 100
FOUR SUMMER STREET
HAVERHILL, MA 01820

JAMES J. FIORENTINI PHONE 878-374-2300
MAYOR Fax 978-373-7544
CITY OF HA\/ERHILL MAYOR@CITYOFHAVERHILL.COM

MASSACHUSETTS WWW . CIHAVERHILL.MA.US

July 24, 2015

City Council President John A, Michitson and
Members of the Haverhill City Council

RE: Transfer of Funds to Capital Project account
Dear Mr. President and Members. of the Haverhill City Council:

Enclosed please find 4 transfer for $9,500. This is to pay for repairs and upgrades to the sprinkler
system at the Haverhill Police Station. This is a transfer from the FY 16 Capital account.. '

The order is attached and I recommend approval. If there are any questions, please do not hesitate to
call either me or Police Chief Denaro.

Very truly yours,

.-*"\ .‘; x\wﬂ“‘“‘m -
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Jameé’ }‘ 10rent1¥ug Mayor
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DOCUMENT

CITY OF HAVERHILL

in Municipal Council

ORDERED: -
That the sum of $66,099.73 be transferred from the Reserve for Capital Projects account to

Capital Project accounts in the amounts listed:

City Hall Parking Lot Stairs Repair: $12,000
Sidewalk Repair at HHS: $21,050
Curbing and Concrete Repair at HHS: $11,003.73
City Council Office AC Repair: $1,556.61

City Hall Energy Upgrades: $20,489.39




CiTY HAaLLL, RooMm 100
FOUR SUMMER STREET
HAVERHILL, MA 01830
PHONE $78-374-2300
FAX @78-373-7544

CITY OF HAVERHILL MAYOR@CITYOFHAVERHILL.COM
MASSACHUSETTS WWW,CLHAVERHILL.MA.US

JAMES J. FIORENTINI
MAYOR

July 24, 2015

City Council President John A. Michitson and
Members of the Haverhill City Council

RE: Transfer of Funds to Capital Project Accounts
Dear Mr. President and Members of the Haverhill City Council’

Enclosed please find an order to transfer $66,099.73 from Reserve for Capital Projects account to
Capital Project accounts. These funds are needed to pay for city hall repairs and upgrades and for
safety improvements to the sidewalk and walkway at Haverhill High School. A more detailed list is
attached. '

This transfer closes out the FY'15 capital account. It does not involve the use of FY16 capital money.

If there are any questions, please do not hesitate to contact my office or our Purchasing/Maintenance
Director, Orlando Pacheco.

I recommend approval.

Very truly yours,

o=
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;_‘a .
I* s i
it

:
ar's . L 3
James']. Fiorentini, Mayor
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DOCUMENT 94

CITY OF HAVERHILL

in Municipa! Council July 14 2015

ORDERED:

MUNICIPAL ORDINANCE CHAPTER 208

AN ORDINANCE RELATING TO BUILDING SEWERS AND CONNECTIONS

BE IT ORDAINED by the City Council of the City‘ of Haverhill that the Code of the City of
Haverhill, Chapter 208, as amended, is hereby further amended as follows:

§208-15 Fees for sewer and drain permits
* By adding the following paragraph at the end of the current provisions in this section:

«Gewer Service fee is per unit; Drain Service fee is per connection; and Sewer/Drain Main

fee is per Right Of Way.”

APPROVED AS TO LEGALITY ' i

City Solicitor
PLACED ON FILE for at least 10 days
Attest:

City Clerk



Haverhill

Engineering Department, Room 300
Tel: 978-374-2335 Fax: 978-373-8475
John H. Pettis I1I, P.E. - City Engineer

JPettis@CityOfHaverhill.com

Tuly 14 2015

MEMO TO: CITY COUNCIL PRESIDENT JOHN MICHITSON AND
MEMBERS OF THE CITY COUNCIL

Subject: Location — Type of Action
The City Solicitor has filed an Ordinance, to amend §208-15 Fees for sewer and drain permits.
The amendment would add the following to the section:

Sewer Service fee is per unit; Drain Service fee is per cormection; and Sewer/Drain Main
fee is per ROW.
" Due to a scrivener's error the requested language was not included in the 2003 ordinance, which
was the last time the fees were incréased. This language merely conforms 1o the current practices

and imposes no new charges (the requested language has always been posted in the Engineering-
Oifice).

Please contact me if you have any questions.

John H. Pe%, P.E.

City Engineer

C:  Mayor Fiorentimi, Stankevich, W

4 Summer Street Haverhill, MA 01830-5885 www.ci.haverhill.ma.us




THAI2015

Cily of Haverniil, MA

City of Haverhill, MA
Tuesday, July 14, 2015

Chapter 208. Sewers

Article IV. Building Sewers and Connections

§ 208-15. Fees for sewer and drain permits.

[Added 9-30-2003 by Doc. 153-D]

The City Engineer shall have the power to set fees for the required permit for various sewer and drain main
and service installation, connection, repair and transfer. The permit fee schedule shall be posted in the City
Engineer’s office and be as listed below: '

A

B.

U o

Sewer or drain service connection: $200.
Sewer or drain service repair: $100.
Sewer or drain service transfer: $25.
Sewer or drain main installation: $500.
Sewer or drain main repair: $200.

Sewer or drain main transfer: $2s.

http:ifecode360.com/printHAQ7607guid=6261604

11
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Crry COURICIL
JoHN A, MICHITSON
PRESIDENT : CImy HaLL, Room 204
ROBERT H. SCATAMACCHIA 4 SIMMER STREET
VACE PRESIDENT TELEFHONE: 978 374-2328
FACSIMILE: 978 374-2329

www.cl.haverhil.ma.us
cityenci@cityofhaverhill.com

MELINDA E. BARRETT
WiLtiam J, MACEK

WriLiam H. Ryan

THOMAS J. SULLIVAN

MaRY ELLEN DALY O'BRIEN : g .

MICHAEL 5. MCGONAGLE Crty OF HAVERHILL

Coum F. LEPAGE - HAVERHILL, MASSACHUSETTS 01830-5843
Tily 22, 2015

Mr. President and Members of the City Council:
Councillor William J. Macek wishes to discuss the need for taxi pick up ateas.

City Councillor Wfliam J. Macek **~




Crry COUNCIL

JoHN A, MICHITSON
PRESIDENT

ROBERT H. SCATAMACCHIA

Vick PRESIDENT
MELINDA E. BARRETT
Wittiam J. MACEK
WiLtiaM H. Ryan
THOMAS J. SULLIVAN
Mary FLLEN DALY O/BRIEN
MIcHAEL S, MCGONAGLE
Coun F. LEPAGE -

July 23, 2015

CITY OF HAVERHILL
HAVERHILL, MASSACHUSETTS 01830-5843

TO: Mr. President and Members of the City Council:

A

Crry Hawl, RooM 204

4 SUMMER STREET
TELEPHONE: 978 374-2328
FACSIMILE: 978 374-2329
www.ci.haverhiil.ma.us
cityencl@cityothaverhill.com

Councillor Colin LePage and Councillor Melinda Barrett would like to discuss the City’s
purchase of streetlights, electric rates and cost-saving measures.

Codin Ko usrg

City Councillor Colin LePagd ¢~

Welirda Bl

City Councillor Melinda Barrett




Crrv COUNCIL

Jonn A, MICHITSON
PRESIDENT

ROBERT H. SCATAMACCHIA

VICE PRESIDENT
MeLnDA E. BARRETT
WILLIAM 3. MACEK
WiLizaM H. Ry
THOMAS J. SULLIVAN
Mary EuEN DALY O'BRIEN
MICHAEL 5. MCGONAGLE
Coun F. LEPAGE -

July 23, 2015

TO:

CITY OF HAVERHILL
HAVERHILL, MASSACHUSETTS 01830-5843

M. President and Members of the City Council:

/{ E}t /’5

Crry HalL, Room 204

4 SUMMER STREET
TELEPHONE: 978 374-2328
FACSIMILE: 978 374-2329
www.ch.haverbill.ma.us
citycnci@cityofhaverhill.com

Councillor Colin LePage requests an update on the hiring' and funding of a middle school

health teacher.

City Councillor Colin L&Page >~




Ly CoOUmMCIL

JOHN A. MICHITSON
PRESIDENT

RoBERT H. SCATAMACCHIA

VicE PRESIDENT
MELNDA E. BARRETT
WifrLam J. MACEK
Wiitram H. RYAN
THOMAS ). SULLIVAN
Mary ELLEN DALY O'BRIEN
MicHAEL S, MCGONAGLE
Coun F. LePacE -

July 23, 2015

CITY OF HAVERHILL
HAVERHILL, MASSACHUSETTS 01830-5843

TO:  Mr. President and Members of the City Council:

CrTy Haw, Room 204

4 SUMMER STREET
TELEPHONE: 978 374-2328
FACSIMILE: 978 374-2329
www.cl.haverhill.ma.us
citycnd@cityofhaverhill.com

Councillor Robert H. Scatamacchia requests to introduce residents of So. Kimball Street
regarding truck traffic on So. Kimball Street.

City Councillor Robert H. Scatamacchia




CITy COUNCIL

JoHN A. MICHITSON

PRESTOENT : CrTy Haii, Room 204
4 SUMMER STREET
R;ﬁg%g%mcmm TELEPHONE: 978 374-2328
MELTNDA E, BARRETT FACSIMILE: 978 374-2329
WrtLIAM ). MACEK www.cl.haverhill.ma.us
WiiitAm H. RYaN cityencl@cityofhaverhiil.com
THOMAS 1. SULLIVAN , _
Mary ELLEN DALY O'BRIEN :
MICHAEL 5. MOGONAGLE Crry OF HAVERHILL.
CoLan F. LEPAGE HAVERHILL, MASSACHUSETTS 01830-5843
DOCUMENTS REFERRED TO COMMITTEE STUDY
4 Communication from Councillor Macek requesting a discussion regarding the Planning & Dev. 1/3112
proposed Monument Square traffic divider/island. -
102-H Communication from Councillor Macek requesting to propose the establishment ofan NRPP 10/29/13 -
Adult and Senior Fitness Park ' ‘
55-F Communication from Councillor Macek —necessary repairs on the Clement Farm NRPP 6/17/14°
property leased to American Legion
55.F  Communication from Councillor Daly O7Brien re: Street noise increasing on Essex St. Public Safety 6/17/14
and Washington St. area
55.U0 Communication from President Michitson requesting to address comprehensive vision, A&F 8/19/14
plan & process — ctitical information for City Council to determine needs/gaps, solutions
and spending priorities for Haverhill .
55X  Communication from Councillor Sullivan regarding a Jr. Park Ranger Sumer Program  Public Safety 8/19/14
0-Q Communication from Councillor Daly O’Brien requesting to introduce Tim Coco A&F 4/7/15
to discuss City Council audio and remote participation for Council meetings
35 Petition from William Pacione requesting to purchase City owned land that abuts NRPP 4/21/15
his property at Atlanta st., Book 28842, page 207, Map 528, Bl 10, Lot 160
10U Communication from Councillor Macek requesting to discuss trash pick up for Hales  NRPP 4/21/15
. Landing Development off of Old Groveland Rd.
58 Ordinance re: Vehicles & Traffic: Amend Ch. 240-108, Article X VI, Parking Fees, A&F 5/5/15
Rates & Terms, Central Business District — East Section Only
58-B  Ordinance re: Vehicles & Traffic: Amend Ch. 240-108, Article XVI, Parking Fees, A&F 5/5/15
- Rates & Terms, Central Business District — West Section Only
67 Ordinance re; Peddling and Soliciting - Amend City Code, Ch. 191, Article VII Food A&F 5/26/15
Trucks
74-Q  Communication from Councillor Macek requesting discussion re: exploring various A&F 7/14/15

Possibilities for “Bxpanded Notification™ processes for certain matters re: Zoning Changes
And Special Permit application. . .




